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LONDON, MAY 5, 1877. 


. CURRENT TOPICS. 

Foun LRARNED GENTLEMEN of the equity bar—Mr. 
“an Mr. Ford North, Mr. Kekewich, and Mr. Horton 
imith—are about to be added to the list of Queen’s 


nse 





We print elsewhere the Bill which has just been in- 
foduced in the House of Lords for regulating the 
mination of persons applying to be admitted as soli- 
iors. The main object of the Bill is clearly enough 
fated in the preamble, and we think no one will doubt 
at the change proposed is one which ought before this 
been effected. It is proposed to do away with 
ower of the Master of the Rolls, jointly with the 
Gdges of the Common Law Divisions, to appoint 
fminers and make rules for the conduct of the 
| examination, and it is also proposed to annul 
@regulations made by the judges in November, 1875, 
3 fursuance of section 14 of the Judicature Act, 1875, 
@ to vest the power of making regulations for the 
nct of the preliminary, intermediate, arid final 
finations in the Incorporated Law Society. The 
is to have the entire management and control 
at the examinations, and is to be enabled to make 
lations with reference (inter alia) “to the remunera- 
tion, by fees or otherwise, of the examiners,” but power 
is reserved to the presidents of divisions and the Master 
f tthe Rolls, or any two of them, to veto any regulations 
8 by the society under the authority thus conferred 
mit. The regulations as to the fees payable on the 
oa tive examinations are to be settled by the presi- 
‘of divisions and the Master of the Rolls, or any 
0, the Master of the Rolls being one. It is proposed 
t to enable the Master of the Rolls to admit an articled 
tk who “has not served under such articles 
tily, within the provisions of the Solicitors Act, 
4843, and the Solicitors Act, 1860, but subsequently 
lo the execution of his articles bond Jide serves (either 
nuously or not) one or more solicitors as an 
ed clerk for periods together equal in duration to 
® full term for which he was originally articled,” 
ed the Master of the Rolls is satisfied that the irreg- 
tity is occasioned by accident, mistake, or some other 
fufficient cause, and the service has been substantially 
equ nivalent toa regular service. Advantage has also been 
of the opportunity to extend the provision of the 
eg gal Practitioners Act, 1876, so as to enable solicitors to 
wactise in all ecclesiastical courts, and to enable com- 
missioners for taking oaths in the Supreme Court to 
= oaths in any of the ecclesiastical courts or matters 
esiastical, or matters relating to applications for 
tial faculties. 


a 





Tam Fonyarrvas Rawr Bu will shortly come on 
of discussion op the second reading in the House of 





Lords ; and a day or two ago there appeared in the Timee 
a letter intended to obtain for the Bill “ the good wishes of. 
all lessees or occupiers of leasehold property.” Surely this 
ought not to be a difficult matter, for lessees or occu- 
piers will indeed be guilty of the Blackest ingratitude if: 
they refuse their good wishes to a Bill which, as the 
writer says in his peculiarly choice English, is intended. 
to give them “ conditionally fixity of tenure,” “thus 
raising the value of their property.” The odd thing is 
that, while doing this, the Bill is not to préjudice land- 
lords—“ that this Bill, if it become law, will prejudice. 
landlords need not be feared,” oracularly affirms the 
writer of the letter in the Times ; but, unfortunately, he 
not only omitted to adduce the slightest proof-that this 
would be so, but also omitted to give his name, and we 
doubt whether, under these circumstances, his dictum 
will set the matter at rest. The letter, however, repeats 
a formula which appears in the Bill itself, and has 
been often used by its supporters. After working on 
the fears of “‘lessees and occupiers of leasehold prop- 
erty” by describing the terrific nature of the power 
of re-entry possessed by landlords, the writer says that, 
‘landlords, as a rule, treat their right of re-entry in the 
proper light”—namely, “as a mere security for the 
performance of the covenants of the lease,” and this, he 
says, is the principle which the Bill adopts. Now, we 
should greatly like, once for all, to have an explanation 
of this glib and favourite phrase. We all admit that the 
right of re-entry is, in a sense, a security (and the very 
best security) for the performance of the covenants. 
If the covenants are performed the right is never 
enforced; if they are not performed it is enforced. 
But it is a security in this sense only, that the fear of 
re-entry makes the lessee careful to perform the coves 
nants. It is not a security in the sense that, when 
the covenants have been broken, the landlord shall be 
compelled to accept as performance something which is 
not performance at all. Take the case of a covenant to 
use a house as aprivate dwelling-house only ; the tenant 
opens a. shop; the landlord, under the new Bill, would 
get compensation in money “ as far as possible ” ; and this: 
the Zimes’ corespondent thinks is security for the “ per- 
formance of the covenant”! This use of the phrase is 
ridiculous; why should not the true principle of the 
scheme be stated—to enable tenants on payment of a 
penalty to break the covenants in their leases ? 





To KEEP A SKATING RINK within twenty miles of 
London, and to add toits other attractions the charms of 
music without having obtained a licence, is punishable 
as the law directs for keeping a disorderly house. So it 
was held last Saturday by five judges, sitting in the 
Court for Crown Cases Reserved, in Reg. v. Mann and 
Tucker, upon consideration of the statute 25 Geo. 2, c. 
36, and we see no reason to question the correctness of 
the decision. Indeed, we think the statute has even awider 
application than the court seemed inclined to give to it. 
After reciting that “‘ the multitude of places of enter- 
tainment for the lower sort of people is a great cause of 
thefts and robberies, as they are thereby tempted to 
spend their small substance in riotous pleasures, and in 
consequence are put to unlawful means of supplying 
their wants and renewing their pleasures,” the statute 
enacts that “any house, room, garden, or other place. 
kept for public dancing, music, or other public entertain~ 
ment of the like kind,” in London or within twenty miles. 
of it, without a licence “ shall be deemed a disordexty 
house or place.” The sanction follows, that the keepex 
of such a house without licence ‘shall forfeit £100 to 
such person as will sue for the same, and be otherwise 
punishable as the law directs in case of disorderly 
houses.” And it is added that nosuch house, “ although 
licensed as aforesaid, shall | be open for any of the said 
purposes before five p.m.” In the recent case the 
defendant was not sued for the penalty, but indicted 
27 
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The simple facts were that the defendant kept a rinking 
ground supplied with the additional attraction of music, 
and open both before five p.m. and after that hour. The 
indictments had four counts, and on one of them, which 
charged the defendant with keeping a place of the 
like kind with public dancing, &c., the court approved 
the finding of the jury against the defendant. The 
ratio decidendi appears to have been that the attraction of 
music was offered, and Cockburn, C.J., is reported to 
have “ taken it that it was not the object of the prosecu- 
tion to bring rinks kept in the ordinary way for the 
amusement of persons in the daytime within the statute.” 
We find some difficulty in seeing that the time of the 
amusement or its musical character is essential. It 
was ruled by Lord Kenyon in Clarke v. Searle (1 Esp. 
25) that a place kept for dancing is within the statute, 
although public dancers are not kept for the purpose of 
exhibiting as performers, and the company dance for 
their own amusement. So that what might seem to be the 
principal objection to the conviction—that there was 
essentially no exhibition—falls to the ground. All we 
have to inquire is, Was the entertainment a public one, 

and was it of the like kind with music or dancing? It 
seems difficult to say that rink-skating is not a public 
entertainment of a like kind with dancing. It is curious 
that the statute should forbid the early opening of such 
places, and point to their being open in the evening, the 
very thing which the court appears to have deprecated. 

The object of the framers of the Act appears to have 
been that “the lower sort of people” should be able to 

“ renew their pleasures’’ after a hard day’s work, and 
not before. 





Tue reprint of the Bankruptcy Bill has just been 
issued, and we observe that several of the defects of 
drafting to which we drew attention have been remedied. 
Thus in part 2, relating to deeds of arrangement, clause 
23 has been amended so as to make it clear that the 
deed of arrangement is to be entered into in manner 
provided by that part of the Act, and it is now 
expressly provided that no creditor shall be reckoned in 
the majority unless he has proved his debt in manner 
prescribed. Provision is also made by a new clause (26) 
for the calling of a meeting of the creditors before the 
confirmation of the deed. If at such meeting a majority 
in number, or more than one-fourth in value, of all the 
creditors shall resolve that the deed shall not be pro- 
ceeded with, the court is to make order accordingly, 
and, upon such order being made, the deed is to be void 
to all intents, except so far as the court may, in making 
such order, think fit to confirm the acts (if any) which 
a trustee or inspector, acting under the deed, may have 
previously done or authorized in pursuance of the deed. 
If the creditors pass an ordinary resolution that a pro- 
visional order or an absolute order for bankruptcy be 
made against the debtor, the court may make a pro- 
visional or absolute order accordingly, without proof of 
any act of bankruptcy, as if the debtor had filed a bank- 
ruptcy petition on the date of the filing of the deed. 





Mr. A. E. Miller, Q.C., LL.D., was entertained at 
dinner at Willis’s Rooms on Wednesday evening last by 
his friends at the bar on the occasion of his appointment 
as a member of the Railway Commission. The chair was 
taken by Mr. J. O. Mathew. 


Mr. Justice Fry will sit in the new court at Lincoln’s- 
inn on Monday next at ten, when the following cases 
will be in the paper for hearing:—Butler v. Butler— 
Rodbard ¥. Cooke—Dance v. Dabbsa—Murrell v. Sandon 
— Edwards v. Great Eastern Railway Company—Ke 
v. Bird—Siegert v. Findlater—Plews v. Lee— 

v. Lonedale—Martin v. Wale—Attorney-General v. 
Tomline—BSmith v. Le Riche. 


SELF-CRIMINATING EVIDENCE. 


Tue question how far evidence given on oath in a former 
judicial proceeding can be used in evidence against the 
deponent in a subsequent prosecution has often given rise 
to difficulty. At coroners’ inquests, and on trials for 
murder or other grave offences, if a witness is under an 

suspicion of being himself connected with the crime 
under investigation, it would be a great hardship if he 
were not cautioned as to the possible effect of his 
evidence, and reminded of his privilege, that he need 
answer no question having a tendency to criminatg 
himself. Coroners are generally extremely careful in 
this respect, but there is a case (Reg. v. Chesham) men. 
tioned in Russell on Crimes (5th ed. vol. 3, p. 482) ag 
having been tried at the Essex Spring Assizes, 1851, 
where, on the trial of a women for murdering her 
husband, the counsel for the prosecution tendered g 
deposition made by the prisoner at a coroner’s inquest on 
her husband’s body; Lord Campbell (after consulting 
Parke, B.) admitted the evidence, and the woman was 
executed. A similar course was taken more recently by 
Martin, B., in Reg. v. Bateman (4 F. & F. 1068), but in 
that case the prisoner was not convicted. It is, of 
course, clear that if the evidence be given voluntarily, 
and after due caution as to its effect, it will be ad. 
missible against the deponent on any subsequent charge 
to which it may be relevant. The difficulty has arisen 


witness, or where he has been examined under some 
compulsory legal process. 

In Reg. v. Goldshede (1 C. & K. 657), on a trial for 
conspiracy, Lord Denman admitted answers which had 
been sworn to by the prisoners in a chancery suit as 
evidence for the prosecution, and in Reg. v. Chidley (8 
Cox, C. ©. 365), Cockburn, O.J., admitted proof of 
evidence given by one prisoner in favour of another, 
when the latter alone was charged before the magistrates 
with the offence for which they were ultimately tried 
together. The question came before the Court of 
Criminal Appealin Reg. v. Garbett (Den. C. C. 236), when 
nine judges (outof fifteen) enunciated the law on the 
subject as follows:—If a witness objects to answer 4 
question on the ground that the answer might criminate 
himself, and there appears to the court to be a reasonable 
ground for believing so, he should not be compelled to 
answer ; but if he is so compelled his answers must be 
taken to have been involuntary, and therefore not re 
ceivable as evidence against him. Moreover, the privilege 
may be claimed by a witness at any stage of the ex- 
amination. In this case only the answers which the 
witness had given under protest were excluded, but the 
remainder of his deposition was admitted in evidence. 
The same point has also arisen out of examinations 
held under the provisions of the different Bankruptcy 
Acts, when evidence obtained therein has been afterwards 
used in a prosecution against the deponent for offences 
against those Acts or otherwise. Thus in Reg. v. Sloggett 
(4 W. R. 487, Dears. 656), a bankrupt was examined 
before a commissioner and had answered without 
objection several questions of a criminating tendency. 
During the examination the commissioner ordered him 
into custody, and it was held that all the answers given 
before such committal might be used in evidence against 
him. In Reg. v. Scott (4 W. R. 777, D. & B. 47), again, 
it was held that answers to an examination before 
the Bankruptcy Court could be used in evidence, though 
not given voluntarily, since they were given under 
compulsory process of law, and not owing to any °p- 
pressive exercise of judicial authority. This case was 
followed in Reg. v. Robinson (15 W. R. 966, L. RB. 1 
C. CO. R. 80), though Kelly, 0.B., stated that he concurred 
with great reluctance. There has also been a recent case 
under the 32 & 33 Vict. c. 71, s. 96 (Reg. v. Widdop, 21 
W. R.176,L. B.20. 0.8.3). The prisoner was charged 
with obtaining goods on credit under a false pretence 





within four months before liquidation, and the counsel 
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—— 
the prosecution tendered in evidence his deposition 
before the registrar after the presentation of the 
ion for liquidation. The summons for the examina- 
tim was issued before the appointment of the trustee 
pad been formally registered, and there were other ob- 
ions taken to the proceedings; but the court held 
that the depositions were admissible, because the prisoner 
had appeared to the summons, and submitted to the 
ination without objection. It may, however, be 
ymarked that his objection would have been unavuiling, 
gd the decision may be considered to have followed 
aimost as a matter of course upon the three last-named 


“in Reg. v. Coote (21 W. R. 553, L. R. 4 P. C. 599) the 
Judicial Committee, after a review of the previous de- 
qsions, enunciated the following proposition :—That 
al depositions legally taken upon oath are evidence 
inst the witness if he is subsequently tried upon 
g criminal charge, except so much of them as con- 
gisted of answers which he has been improperly com- 
to give notwithstanding that he has objected 
te them as tending to criminate him. The case on 
which these remarks are made was an appeal against the 
judgment of the Court of Queen’s Bench at Quebec. By 
an Act of the Quebec Legislature certain officers (called 
fire-marshals) had been appointed for the purpose of 
inquiring into the cause of any fires occurring in the 
city, having all the powers of a judge of session or coroner 
as to summoning witnesses and examining them on oath. 
Afire had taken place on the respondent’s premises, and 
he had been examined before the marshals; he acted 
voluntarily in appearing and giving evidence, but 
objected to some of the questions. These objections were, 
however, overruled, and he ultimately signed the deposi- 
tin. Shortly after the close of the investigation he was 
arrested for arson, and the above-mentioned deposition 
was tendered in evidence against him on his trial. An 
objection was taken to its admissibility, and the question 
being reserved, the Court of Queen’s Bench at Quebec 
held that it was not admissible, because the de- 
ponent had been sworn without any caution that it 
might be given in evidence against the deponent. 
Against this decision the Attorney-General appealed (by 
special leave) to the Privy Council. The criminal law of 
Canada, so far as it is unaffected by colonial statutes, 
is identical with that of England. The Judicial Com- 
mittee held that the depositions were admissible. It 
would seem that the decision might fairly have pro- 
ceeded upon the same ground as the cases under the 
bankruptcy statutes, namely, that the attendance of the 
accused before the fire-marshals was compulsory, and 
that, therefore, the privilege relied upon should be con- 
sidered as taken away. The chief point on which the 
¢ase was originally reserved is disposed of in the judg- 
ment of Sir R. Collier, and in answer to the suggestion 
that the fire-marshals ought by law to have cautioned 
the deponent that he need not answer any question 
tending to criminate himself, it was pointed out (1) that 
the provisions of the 11 & 12 Vict. c. 42, s. 18, by which 
magistrates always remind an accused person that any 
answers given by him may be used against him on his 
trial, apply only to persons actually under examination 
a criminal charge, and not to witnesses giving 
evidence upon oath ; (2) that from the objections taken 
by the respondent to certain of the questions, he 
appeared to be, in fact, perfectly aware of his privilege; 
and (3) that it was impracticable to institute an inquiry 
in every case as to the extent of the witness's knowledge 
ofthe law, and therefore the maxim Jgnorantia legis 
non excusat must be applied. This decision may be 
taken to have finally settled the law on the subject. 

The rule which we have been considering is now much 
more restricted in its operation than was the case in 
former times, Thus it was at one time supposed that a 
Person could object to be sworn as a witness on the 
ye that any relevant questions would tend to criminate 

» but it is now clear that he may not refuse to go into 





the box, but must make his objection only when questions 


to which he objects have been actually put to him (Boyle 
v. Wiseman, 3 W. R. 206, 10 Ex. 647), and, on a similar 
principle, when interrogatories delivered by the opposite 
party are objected to as having a tendency to criminate 
the person answering them, it is not enough for the 
solicitor of the latter to make an affidavit that any 
of the interrogatories tend to criminate his client, but the 
client must himself make the objection upon oath (Osborne 


v. London Dock Company, 3 W. R. 238, 10 Ex. 698). 


Moreover, the privilege of declining to answer is limited 
to cases where the witness would be in some proximate 
danger of legal proceedings, and not where the chances 
of a prosecution are only remote and problematical 
(Reg. v. Boyes, 9 W. R. 690, 1 B. & 8. 311), while from 
the cases which we have been considering it may be taken 
that, when the examination is held under compulsory legal 
process (as in bankruptcy), the privilege is abrogated alto- 
gether. Then there are the numerous instances in which 
the Legislature has expressly enacted that the criminating 
tendency of a question is not to excuse a witness from 
answering it, subject, of course, to the proviso that the 
answers be not used against him in any criminal pro- 
ceedings arising out of the same transaction. A notable 
instance occurs in the portion of the 24 & 25 Vict. c. 96, 
which relates to frauds committed by bankers, trustees, 
agents, &c.; section 85 enacts that the previous ten 
sections may not justify a person in refusing to make 
complete discovery in an answer to a bill in chancery, or 
to answer a question or interrogatory in a civil proceed- 
ing or on the hearing of a matter in insolvency or bank- 
ruptcy ; but no person is to be rendered liable to a con- 
viction for any of the offences therein mentioned if he 
have first disclosed it on oath in consequence of compul- 
sory process bond fide instituted by the aggrieved party, 
or in & compulsory examination before a bankruptcy or 
insolvency court. It will be observed that the protection 
is strictly limited to the class of cases referred to in that 
particular portion of the Act, and is inapplicable to an 
offence under the Debtors Act, 1869, such as was the 
subject of Reg. v. Widdop (supra). The same practice 
is adopted in the 26 & 27 Vict. c. 29, s. 7, as to inquiries 
by commissioners into corrupt practices at elections, A 
witness before such a commission may not refuse to 
answer any questions on the ground that the answer may 
criminate himself, but if he answer all such questions he 
is to receive from the commissioners a certificate to that 
effect, which is to be a stay to all proceedings by way of 
information, indictment, or action under any of the 
Corrupt Practices Prevention Acts, and the witness’s 
statements are not to be used in evidence in any civil or 
criminal proceeding, except an indictment for perjury. 
In Reg. v. Hulme (18 W. R. 830, L. R. 5 Q. B. 377) the 
Court of Queen’s Bench held that such certificate was no 
bar to an information filed by the Attorney-General 
for bribery unless it stated that all the answers were 
truly given; but in Reg. v. Buttle (18 W. R. 956, L. R. 1 
C. C. R. 248) it was held that the above exception as to 
perjury only related to perjury before the commissioners, 
Kelly, C.B., remarking that it would be contrary to the 
first principles of justice to extort from a witness 
materials for punishing him for an offence which he 
might have committed a long time previously. 





Mr. Justice Fry has received the honour «f Knighthood. 


The Hon. Charles Douglas Richard Hanbury-Tracy, 
barrister, M.P., has succeeded to the Peerage as fourth Lord 
Sudeley, by the death of his eldest brother. The new peer 
is the second son of the second baron, and was born in 1840. 
He formerly served in the Royal Navy, anc he was called 
to the bar at the Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 1866. He 
practised for some years on the Oxford Circuit, and he has 
Cee M.P. for Montgomery in the Liberal interest since 
1866. He isa magistrate and vice-lieutenant of Montgomery- 
shire. 
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Recent Bectstans. 


ADMISSIBILITY IN EVIDENCE OF DE- 
CLARATIONS AGAINST INTEREST. 


(Taylor v. Witham, 24 W. R. 877, L. R. 3 Ch. D. 605.) 


The practice of allowing declarations or entries made 
by a deceased person to be put in evidence, provided it 
was against his interest to make them, is one so 
familiar that one would have thought there was nothing 
new to be said about it. It has, however, been quite 
uncertain whether the interest of the person whose 
declaration or entry is tendered in evidence must be 
established aliunde, or whether it is sufficient that the 
entry taken by itself indicates that he supposed he had 
an interest. Sir James Stephen, in his Digest of the 
Law of Evidence (p. 37), frames his article on the latter 
assumption, but cites two contradictory authorities, and 
leaves the point open. In the earlier of those authorities 
(Doe v. Vowles, 1 M. & Rob. 261) a bill for repairs by a de- 
ceased carpenter, which he had duly receipted, was tendered 
in evidence, as being against the interest of the carpenter. 
But there being no extraneous proof that he had ever 
done the repairs—or, in other words, that he had an 
interest—the bill was held to be inadmissible. This 
decision was disapproved in RZ. v. Inhabitants of Lower 
Heyford (cited 2 Sm. L. C. p. 333), and Sir George 
Jessel has now, in effect, settled the matter by deciding 
that it cannot be supported. We speak of the matter as 
settled, not because a judgment at the Rolls is sufficient 
to put an end to a conflict of authority, but because 
his lordship’s statement of the true principle seems to 
us to be absolutely conclusive. The only point to be 
considered, in his view, is whether “ the natural mean- 
ing of the entry, taken alone, is against the interest of 
the man who made it.” If a man makes an entry that 
he has been paid a sum of money, it is immaterial 
whether he had any claim to the money or not, for the 
effect of the entry is that whatever claim he had, it has 
been discharged ; it is an entry against his interest, and 
must be admitted. “Of course,” said his lordship, 
“ if you can prove aliunde that the man had a particular 
reason for making it, and that it was for his interest, 
you may destroy the value of the evidence altogether, 
but the question of admissibility is not a question of 
value. The entry may be utterly worthless when you 
get it if you show any reason to believe he had a 
motive for making it, and that, though apparently 
against his interest yet really it was for it; but that 
is a matter for subsequent consideration when you esti- 
mate the value of the testimony.” No other view 
seems to us to be reasonable or possible. To presume 
that every entry or written statement, appearing upon 
the face of it to be against the interest of the person 
making it, was nevertheless made with some sinister but 
undiscoverable motive, until the contrary is shown, would 
be a pessimist view of the ways and purposes of man- 
kind which it would be unworthy of a court of justice 
to adopt. 








On Tuesday, in the House of Lords, Lord Winmarleigh 
—— a petition from the Incorporated Law Society of 
i 


eo in favour of the High Court of Justice (Costs) 

The Macon Telegraph, in speaking of the recent decision 

of the Supreme Court of Georgia, in the case of Brinckley v. 

State, says :—‘* The case of Brinckley, the celebrated wife 

murderer, has again been before the Supreme Court, and 

the judgment and sentence of death is again affirmed. This 

the case, unless the governor should intervene with the 

ing ata Singularly enough, this case has been 

the Supreme Court three times after a verdict of 

ty was rendered, and sentence of death passed; and 

though, the jadgment was afirmed each time the man is etill 
ve 1” 





Cases of the Geek. 


SETTLEMENT—CONSTRUCTION—CHILDREN—MISTARE 4g 
to NumBper—‘‘Di® WITHOUT HAVING ACQUIRED Vusrgp. 
InterEstT.”—In a case of Jackson v. Crick, heard by the 
Court of Appeal on the 27th ult., a question arose as to the 
construction of a settlement by which real estate was con. 
veyed to trustees, upon trust that the settlor should receiyg 
the rents for her life, and after her death upon trust that 
the trustees should sell the estate, and should hold two. 
sixtieths of the proceeds of sale ‘upon trust for the two 
children now living of G., deceased, to become a vested in. 
terest in them upon their respectively attaining the age of 
twenty-one years, or marriage under that age. And if 
either of the said children shall die without having acquired 
a vested interest, then upon trust for the survivor of such 
two children, and, in case both of the said two children 
shall die without having acquired a vested interest, then 
upon trust that the said two-sixtieth parts shall form part 
of the general personal estate” of the settlor at the time of 
her death. G. had had two children only. One of them, 
J., had attained twenty-one, and had died unmarried before 
the date of the settlement. §., the other child, was living 
at the date of the settlement, and attained twenty-one, 
Bacon, V.C., held that one-half of the two-sixtieths was 
undisposed of by the settlement, and that it belonged to 
the estate of the settlor. The Court of Appeal (Jessel, 
M.R., and James and Baggallay, L.JJ.) held that the sur- 
viving child of G. was entitled to the whole of the two 
sixtieths. It was contendedin support of the appeal that, 
upon the construction of the gift over to the survivor, the 
surviving child was entitled to the whole of the fund. And 
the Court held (upon the principle of those cases on the 
construction of wills in which, where a testator has madea 
gift to a specified number of the children of A., but has 
made a mistake as to the number, the gift has been con- 
strued as a gift to all the children living at the date of the: 
will) that the original gift to the ‘two children now 
living’ ought to be construed as a gift to the one child 
who was living at the date of the settlement. 


ComPosITION—REGISTRATION OF RESOLUTIONS—PRoxy Dy 
BLanK—VOTE TENDERED AFTER SENSE OF MEETING TAKEN 
—Norice To Onsectina CREDITOR OF APPLICATION TO REGIB-- 
TER—BankKruptey Rues, 1870, RR. 85, 271, 275, 295.— 
The case of Re Lancaster, which we noted ante, p. 258, came 
before the Court of Appeal, on the 3rd inst., on appeal from 
the decision of Bacon, C.J. (25 W. R. 380). Several points 
of importance in practice arose. The first question was as 
to the validity of a proxy signed by a creditor in blank. A 
creditor, before the first meeting under the debtor's liquida- 
tion petition, made the ordinary affidavit in proof of his 
debt, and signed at the foot of it the ordinary form of 
proxy, but he omitted to fill in the name of any person as- 
proxy. He, however, handed the proxy to his solicitor, and 

ave him verbal instructions to make use of it at the meet~ 
ing. The creditor was the debtor's father, and was friendly” 
to him, and the same solicitor acted for them both. The soli 
tor attended the meeting and on behalf of the debtor he pro- 
posed acomposition, The resolution was putto the meeting by 
the chairman, and the votes of the creditors (other than 
the father) were counted, and it was ascertained in aa 
informal way that there was not a sufficient majority to 
carry the composition. The solicitor then produced the p 
and proxy of the father, and tendered the vote to the 
chairman in favour of the composition. A dissen 
creditor at once objected to the proxy, on the ground that 10 
name was filled in, and also objected to the proof, on the 
ground that nu debt was due to the father. The solicitor 
then took back the proxy and filled in his own name, A 
memorandum of both the objections was indorsed on the 
proof, and was signed by the chairman, in compliance with 
r. 271. The father’s vote was then received, and then it 
sufficed to turn the scale, and the composition resola- 
tion was declared to be carried, The resolution was 
confirmed at the second mecting, and was afterwards re- 


tered. The dissentient oredito ot present to oppose 
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es 
is application having been refused he appealed to the 
= ledges, who ordered the registration to be annulled. 
He held that the proxy was invalid, and that, even if it 
had been valid, the vote was tendered too late, as the sense 
of the meeting had been already ascertained, and therefore 
its functions were at an end. The Chief Judge based his 
decision on the latter point upon Ex parte Til (23 W. R. 
670, L. R. 10 Ch. 631). On both these points the Court of 
(James, Baggallay, Bramwell, and Brett, L.JJ.) 
ttieed from the Chief Judge. They held that the proxy 
had been filled up in time, and was a valid instrument in 
proper form before it was used. They held, too, that the 
yote was tendered in sufficient time, everything being still 
inferi, and no final determination having been come to by 
the creditors. The third and most important point arose 
upon the construction of rr. 271 and 295. R. 271 says that 
objection taken to a proof or proxy at a meeting 
“shall be marked thereon by the chairman, and shall be 
dealt with by the registrar on the resolution being pre- 
sented to him for registration.” And r. 295 provides that, 
“Upon presentation of a special or extraordinary resolu- 
tion for registration, the registrar shall examine the same, 
and may hear any creditor who shall have given him notice 
of his desire to be heard thereon.” In Re Lancaster no 
notice was given to the objecting creditor of the application 
to register the resolution, and he gave no notice 
to the registrar of his desire to be heard thereon. Conse- 
tly, theorder for registration was made in his absence ; 
registrar required an affidavit to be made to explain 
the circumstances under which the proxy was signed in 
blank, In the county court of Barnstaple, and other 
courts of that district, it is not the practice to give any 
notice of the application to register to creditors who have 
objected to proofs tendered at the meeting. In the London 
court, on the contrary, it is the practice to give notice to 
the objecting creditors, and a form of notice used for that 
purpose (though it is not included among the forms an- 
nexed to the rules) is given in the 2nd edition of Roche 
and Hazlitt’s Bankruptcy (p. 713, form 143). We under- 
stand that the same practice prevails in the Liverpool 
Qounty Court and other courts. The Chief Judge held 
that it was the duty of the debtor's solicitor to give notice 
tothe objecting creditor of the application to register the 
resolution, and that, as he had not done so, the registration 
ought to be vacated. Upon this point the Court of Appeal 
in substance with the view of the Chief Judge. 
said that as r. 271 provides that the registrar 
is to deal with the objections on presentation of the reso- 
lution to him, that must mean that he is to deal 
with them judicially, which necessarily implies that he 
should either hear the objecting party, or give him an op- 
portunity of being heard’ if he chooses. It would be con- 
trary to natural justice that a judicial decision should be 
ome to in the absence of the party affected by it. There- 
fore, though the rules contain no express provision on the 
int, it must be implied that an objecting creditor is to 
an opportunity of being heard in opposition to the re- 
ion, and the practice of the London court appeared 
be avery proper one for the purpose. R. 295 might 
well apply to objections which had not been taken at the 
meeting, and which a creditor desired to raise upon the 
tion to register. As, however, in Re Lancaster the 
ting creditor had had an opportunity, upon the hear- 
‘of his application in the county court to vacate the re- 
iB, of raising his objection to the father’s debt, but 
not chosen to adduce any evidence, or to ask that the 
father wget attend and be cross-examined, the Court of 
ode d that no injustice had been done, and that the 
ion ought not to be vacated. Consequently, they 
tewersed the decision of the Chief Judge. 








The Manchester Guardian says that at the Bristol 
Pilice-court, on Wednesday, Thomas Bolwell Pearce, 
accountant, was summon for pretending to be a 
tolicitor, He had met poor woman on her way to 
the rt for advice, induced her to bring an 
setion in a local court, and, when she lost it, to sell 
and pledge almost everything she possessed in order 
to pay his bill of costs, In default of paying a fine of 
oy £2 costs prisoner was sent to gaol for twenty-eight 
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THE BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


Tap sub-committee of the Birmingham Chamber of Com- 
merce have issued the following report on this Bill :— 
This Bill, like the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, is framed on the 


» lines of the Scotch Bankruptcy Act, 1856, the leading idea of 


which was to commit the administration of the estate to the 
creditors themselves.. The Act of 1869 (although an im- 
provement on the Act of 1861) has admittedly failed in pro- 
ducing all the good effects hoped from it, for many reasons, of 
which the following appear to be the principal:—I1st. The 
disinclination of creditors to bestow the time and trouble 
necessary for the effectual and economical administration of 
the estates of their debters; 2nd. The great advantages given 
to debtors by the arrangement clauses of the Act of 1869. 

We desire to express in the strongest terms our entire dis- 
approbation of these arrangement clauses, We think the 
effect has been to withdraw from the control and supervision 
of the court the very cases where such supervision was most 
wanted, and practically to place in the hands of the debtors 
the whole control of their estates. We also desire to express 
our very clear opinion that they have been seriously detri- 
mental to the morals of the community in familiarizing debtors 
with that genteel kind of insolvency which is called “ liquida- 
tion,” which mild term hides from the debtors themselves, 
in many instances, the fact that they are depriving their cred- 
itors of the amounts justly due to them, and leads them to 
think they are going through an ordinary and laudable pro- 
cess of realization and administration. Aeting on these views 
we are clear that any alteration of the law of bankruptcy 
should proceed upon the one simple consistent principle that 
if a man is not able to pay his debts he should in the first 
instance, without any exception whatever, be declared a bank- 
rupt, and should be publicly known and gazetted as such, and 
it should then be for his creditors to determine in what way 
his assets should be distributed, and whether he should have 
his discharge or not. 

We are of opinion that the working of the Act of 1869 
shows that some official supervision and control is required, 
and some machinery should be provided to do for the creditors, 
if possible, what it is clear they will not do for themselves. 
Our objection to the present Bill is that, while it does provide 
this official control, such control is to be exercised at the 
wrong time and in the wrong manner. 

The mischief of the present system of liquidation by 
arrangement is that the debtor is left without check or hin- 
drance at the very time when wrong is likely to be done, 
namely, in the first stage of the proceedings, when he files 
his petition at his own time, and generally only when execu- 
tions against his goods are imminent, and he can no longer 
stave them off. As soon as he has filed his petition, he gets 
his own nominee appointed as the receiver, and thus practi- 
cally insures the control of the future proceedings, This is 
the root of the present evils, and the official control supplied 
by the Bill appears to us not to touch this at all, but to in- 
cumber the subsequent proceedings by superfluous meetings 
and applications to the court when and where they cannot, 
by any possibility, be useful, and can only tend to increase 
the delay and costs of the proceedings. 

To make this clear, we put in parallel columns the present 
steps under the present proceedings and future proceedings, 
as the Bill intends they shall be. 


ACT OF 1869. 
Bankruptey— 


BILL OF 1877. 
In all eases three meetings, 
vis. — 
1. Preliminary meeting. 
2. First general meeting. 
3. Second general meeting, 


First meeting, Choice of 
trustee. 
Second meeting, Passing 
examination. 
Ligquidation— 
One meeting only abso- 
lutely necessary. 
Sometimes another for 
debtor's discharge. 
Composition— 
Two meetings. 
Routine applications to court— 
Appointment of receiver 
and restraining order. 


Routine applications te court— 
1. To make a provisional 
order. 
2. To summon a prelimi 
nary meeting, 
3, To summon a first meet 
ing. 
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ACT OF 1869, 


BILL OF 1877, 


4, To confirm the resolu- 
tions of the first meeting. 

5. To summon a seeond 
general meeting, 

6. To confirm the resolu- 
tions of the second meet- 


ing. 
7. To order the discharge 
of the debtor. 


Experience shows that to multiply meetings is to multiply 
the debtor’s chances of getting his own terms. The first 
meeting is generally attended by a large number of creditors, 
the next by a smaller number, and any subsequent meeting 
is left to the debtor himself and his friendly proxies, and the 
control exercised by those meetings is altogether illusory.. 

What is wanted is control in the initial state of the pro- 
ceedings, and this control should be of two kinds :—I1st. The 
effect of filing a petition should be that some official of the 
court, analogous to the old official assignee, should at once 
take —— of the bankrupt’s effects, books, and papers ; 
2nd. The five largest creditors should, concurrently with the 
hearing of the petition, be furnished with a list of the credit- 
ors, and be empowered to act as a provisional committee of 
i tion, 

It is the knowledge possessed by the bankrupt alone of 
who his creditors are which, under the present system, gives 
him such an unfair advantage over his creditors; and, 
although in a liquidation a list of creditors is required to be 
filed, yet, even in that case, the liquidating debtor has 
necessarily an earlier knowledge of them than any of his 
creditors, and can take means to secure proxies before any~ 
body else, We think that one meeting, and one meeting 
only, of the creditors should be absolutely necessary, which 
meeting, of course, might be adjourned from time to time 
if thought proper, and that this meeting should be held as 
soon as ever the debtor was yt Nee with a statement of 
affairs. At this meeting the following matters should be 
transacted :—Ist. A trustee, with or without committee of 
inspection, as the creditors thought proper, should be 
appointed, 2nd. Any scheme for the settlement of the 
bankrupt’s affairs should be resolved upon ; but subject to 
the following provisions:—(1) No scheme involving a 
payment of a less sum than 10s. in the pound should dis- 
charge the debtor from the claim of non-assenting creditors, 
unless the following circumstances concurred: (a) It 
should be assented to by a majority in number, comprising 
three-fourths in value of the whole of the creditors of the 
bankrupt, and not merely of those present in person or by 
proxy at the meeting ; and (4) confirmed by the court 
after notice to all dissentient creditors, who should have an 
opportunity of being heard in opposition to the confirmation 
of the scheme. 

A scheme for settlement might be embodied in a deed or 
nt, as uoder the present Act, but we altogether ebject to 
the restoration in any form whatever, without the preliminary 
of a bankruptcy, and a general meeting of the creditors, of 
the deeds of arrangement which were established by the Act 
of 1861, and which were sbolished because they were found 
to work so much mischief. 

We are quite aware that the proposal to restore the 
official assignee under the name of official trustee will seem to 
many to be a retrograde step; but there is the fact that, as 
creditors cannot or will not take the affairs of the debtor into 
their own hands, it commonly falls into the hands of the 
debtor's own accountant. We think that the remuneration 
of this official trustee, or at any rate any special remunera- 
tion, should be entirely in the discretion of the committee of 
inspection, so that the official trustee would have as strong 
a stimulus to wind up the estate quickly as the present 
accountant trustees have, and he would certainly be very 
much more the servant of the creditors than the present race 
of trustees. 

The question of proxies is one that has engaged a good 
deal of our attention, and, conscious of the evils attendant 
on proxies, we are not prepared to recommend their entire 
abolition, as we consider that it would more than at present 
athe rea of the estate into the hands of the small 

cal creditors; and if oar principle, that any scheme must 
be assented to by a mejority in number of three-fourths in 
value of all the creditors, is adopted, most of the evils caused 
by the misase of proxies can no longer happen. We ve 
much question whether the 128th section of the present Bil, 





authorizing the court to deprive a trustee who has obtained 
his office through solicitation, will have any effect whatever 
in preventing the mischief. We think that, under our 
scheme, tha five largest creditors, who would have a list 
furnished to them, would have the power of superintending 
the action of the official trustee until the meeting of credit. 
ors, and in this way they could, by united action, counteract 
any unfair proceeding of the debtor or any creditor in 
collusion with him. 

The 17th clause of the present Bill contains a provision 
which very seriously alters the law on the ee of bills of 
exchange, which is that a creditor holding a bill of exchange 
is at liberty to prove under the bankruptcy of any and every 

arty of the bill, and receive dividends from » until he 
io received 20s. in the pound in the whole. Section 4 of 
the 17th clause obliges the creditor to value the responsi. 
bility of every other party to the bill, through the bankrupt, 
and prove for the difference. The result would be instantly 
to reduce the commercial value of every bill of exchange, 
which would become, for all practical purposes @ promi 
note of the one party, who was known to the bankers or 
discounter to be absolutely safe. 

Patting our views into the form of specific suggestions, 
we recommend as follows :— 

1. That all the provisions of the Act of 1869, not incon. 
sistent with our subsequent recommendations, be retained, 
in order that the benefit of the judicial interpretation put 
upon them during the seven years they have been in opera 
tion may not be lost. 

2. That the new provisions of the present Bill be opposed, 
as tending to complicate, and therefore to render more costly, 
all proceedings. 

3. That the following alterations be made in the Act of 
1869 :— : : 

4. The arrangement clauses, 125, 126, and 127, to be 
totally repealed, thus making bankruptcy the only protection 
against the right of each creditor to recover his debt. 

5. Allowing the debtor himself to petition for adjudica- 
tion. 

6. Vesting the bankrupt’s property in official trustee 
immediately on adjudication, as before recommended, and 
i aaeege that such vesting is to be a restraint of all execu 
tions, unless court otherwise orders. 

7. Only one meeting to be held (to be adjourned if 
necessary), and such meeting to be—(a) Fixed by the 
trustee and provisional committee; (6) To be preceded by 
bankrupt filing statement of affairs. 

8. At this meeting the creditors are to decide in what 
way the bankrupt’s affairs are to be dealt with as before 
recommended, and to have power to appoint their own 
trustee, otherwise the official trustee to be the permanent 
trustee. 

9. The trustee’s remuneration, whether official or 
otherwise, should be fixed by the creditors or committee of 
inspection. 

10. Miscellaneous Provisions.—Clause 6 of the Bill should 
be sdopted as being more comprehensive than the corre- 
sponding clause in the existing Act. The 4th clause of 
section 17 should be struck out. Clause 47 is an improve 
ment oa the Act of 1869. Clause 81 is doubtful in prin- 
ciple. If, as generally happens, the joint estate is insol- 
vent, recourse must be had to the separate estates, and they 
ought from the first to be subject to the proceedi 
Clauses 97, 98, and 99.—We notice with satisfaction 
the distinction made in the 87th clause of the Act of 1969 
as to executions above and under £50 is abolished. Bat 
as curiously illustrating the inveterate habit of the drafts 
men of these Bills to make distinctions for their own sake 

(of which the provision as to discharge of the bankrupt 
in clause 29 of this Bill is a notable example), another 
fresh distinction is made as to the mode of sale between 
executions above and under £60. If this remains, these 
consequences will follow:—1l. All executions under £50 
will be conducted by private bill of sale; 2. The provision 
in clause 97 for holding the for fourteen days 
will be abortive, because of the want of notoriety 
creditors to take proceedings; 8. Much litigation 
take place, as ander the Aot of 1869, to settle what is® 
bond fide sale. 
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Obituarp. 


MR. JOHN SAXELBYE. 


Mr. John Saxelbye, solicitor (of the firm of England, 
gaxelbyes, & Sharp), died at his residence, Leicester- 
Hull, on the 24th ult., from an attack of 
erysipelas. Mr. Saxelbye was born in 1806, and was 
itted a solicitor in 1829. He soon afterwards com- 
menced to practise at Hull in partnership with Mr. William 
Ayre. He next became associated with Mr. John England, 
om died less than two years ago, and (for a short time) 
with Mr. George Christopher Roberts, the late town clerk of 
Holl. Since Mr. England’s retirement Mr. Saxelbye had 
been the head of the firm, his surviving partners being Mr. 
Henry Saxelbye and Mr. Henry Sharp. He carried on a 
large and extensive business, mainly in connection with the 
ing interest in the town. He had served the office of 
eriff of Hull, and he was a commissioner for oaths 
jn the Supreme Court, and a perpetual commissioner for 
Hull and the East Riding of Yorkshire. Mr. Saxelbye was 
t to the Solicitor to the Admiralty, steward of the 
manor of Bentley, and solicitor to the Kingston Cotton 
Mill Company, the Hull Equitable Building Society, and 
the Holl Tramways Company. He was also formerly re- 
giver of droits in admiralty and a commissioner in prize 
causes, and he had conducted many important wreck in- 
quiries for the Board of Trade. Mr. Saxelbye was a Con- 
gervative, and had managed several borough elections. 








Appuinturents, Ete. 


Mr. Writ1am Henry Arxrnson, solicitor (of the firm of 
Atkinson & Collins), of Whitehaven, has been elected Clerk 
tothe Board of Guardians and Rural Sanitary Authority of 
the Whitehaven Union, in succession to Mr. John McKelvie, 
resigned. Mr. Atkinson was admitted a solicitor in 1872, 
and is returning officer for the borough of Whitehaven. 


Mr. Wynne Epwi Baxter, solicitor, of Laurence 
Pountney-hill, and of Lewes, has been elected Clerk to 
the Farriers’ Company. Mr. Baxter was admitted a 
solicitor in 1867, and is a representative of Walbrook 
Ward in the Court of Common Council, and one of the 
under-sheriffs of London and Middlesex for the current 
year. 

Mr. Grorce Garey, solicitor, of Bowness and Ambleside, 
has been appointed Registrar of the Ambleside County 
Court (Circuit No. 3), in succession to his partner, Mr. 
John Fisher, who has resigned. Mr. Gatey was admitted 
a solicitor in 1871, and has for several years acted as 
deputy-registrar of the court. 

Mr. Grorce Woopratr Hasrines, barrister, has been 
= a Deputy-Lieutenant for Herefordshire. Mr, 

ings is the only son of the late Sir Charles Hastings, 
M.D., and was born in 1825. He was educated at Chriat’s 
College, Cambridge, where he graduated first class in 
civil law in 1849, and he was called to the bar at the 
Middle Temple in Haster Term, 1850. He formerly prac- 
tied on the Oxford Cironit, and he is now a magistrate 
and depaty-chairman of quarter sessions for Worcestershire. 
Mr. Hastings is the author of a history of the Social 
Association, of which body he is now president, 
tnd he unsuccessfully contested West Worcestershire in 
the Liberal interest in 1874. 


Mr, Cuantzs Tomas Ricuanrps, solicitor, of Pontefract, 
has been elected clerk to the Pontefract Highway Board. 

. was admitted a solicitor ay eed Term, 
1875, and is in partnership with Mr. John Foster, who is 
derk to the county magistrates at Pontefract, and coroner 
and clerk of the peace for the borough. 


Mr. Fazperiok Eowarp Wuitrvok, solicitor, of Bristol 
and Keynsham, has been elected Clerk to the Keynsham 

way Board. Mr. Whittuok was admitted a solicitor 
in 1872, and is clerk to the Keynsham magistrates. He is 
in ership with Mr. George Frederick Fox, the clerk 


to the Commissioners of Taxes for the Keynsham division of 
Somersetshire, . 





Mr. Ropert SamMvuEL Whricut, barrister, has been 
appointed Lecturer in Common Law to the Incorporated 
Law Society, in succession to Mr. William Decimus 
Ignatius Foulkes, resigned. Mr. Wright was formerly 
scholar of Balliol College, Oxford, where he graduated first 
class in classics in 1860, He obtained the Chaneellor’s 
prize for Latin verse in 1859, and that for English essay in 
1861. He also obtained the Craven scholarship in 1861, and 
the Arnold prize in 1862, and he is now a Fellow of Oriel 
College. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
Trinity Term, 1865, and practises on the Northern Circuit. 
Mr. Wrightacted as secretary to the Truck Acts Commission. 





Sucieties. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At the usual monthly meeting of the directors held at 
the Hall of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, 
on Thursday, the 3rd inst., the following being present, 
viz.:—Mr. Desborough (chairman), and Messrs. Burges, 
Carpenter, Cronin, Drew, Lovell, Masterman, Nisbett, 
Sawtell, Scadding, Sidney Smith, Styan, Vallance, and 
Boodle (secretary), 2 grant of £20 to the widow of a 
member was made, one new member was elected, and @ 
report to be laid before the annual general court to be 
held on the 17th inst. was considered and agreed on. 


LAW STUDENTS DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At a meeting of this society held at the Law Institution, 
Chancery-lane, on Tuesday last, the Ist izst., Mr. Eady, 
LL.B., in the chair, the question discussed was as follows :— 
“Can a fraudulent misrepresentation as to the legal effect of 
a deed be relied upon as a defence to an action on the 
deed? Hirschfield v. The London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway Company (L. R. 2 Q. B. D. 1); Rashdail v. 
Ford (L. R. 2 Eq. 750).” Mr, T. C. Russell opened the 
debate in the affirmative, and Mr. Fellowes followed in the 
negative, and it was ultimately decided in the affirmative 
by the unanimous vote of the society. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held at Clement’s-inn Hall 
on Wednesday last, the 2nd inst., Mr. Walter Dowson in 
the chair. It being the first meeting in the month, the 
society disposed of several business motions. Mr. Simpson 
opened the subject for the evening’s debate, viz., ‘ That 
trial by jury in civil cases should be abolished.”” The hour 
being late, after a brief discussion the motion was lost. 


os 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


On Tuesday evening, April 24, the above society held 
its 606th ordinary meeting in the library-room of the Law 
Society, Bennett’s-hill, Alfred Canning, Esq., presiding. 
The following question was discussed :—‘‘ A. agrees with 
B. to buy B.’s horse for £20, and signs an agreement as 
follows: ‘I agree to buy Mr. B.’s horse for £20.’ Neither 
the horse nor any part of the purchase-money is handed 
over, A. subsequently refuses to take the horse or pay 
for it, Can B, recover, in an action against A., for breach 
of contract ?’? Mr. Collins opened in the affirmative, and 
was supported by Messrs. Cross, King, Tyler, Edwards, 
Bayley, and Goodman. Mr. Hargreaves replied in the 
negative, and was followed by Messrs. Cresswell, Cochrane, 
Hugh, and Chatwin. The voting was in favour of the 
affirmative. A vote of thanks to the chairman concluded 
the meeting. 





On Wednesday, at the Clerkenwell Police-eourt, a man 
came before Mr. Barstow for advice as to hie wife? Hesaid 
his wife continually annoyed him by “ provoking the 
devil”? in him. Mr, Barstow said he could not assist him, 
The applicant said that if it continued he was afraid the 
devil would tempt him to do some unlawful act. Mr. 
Barstow said that he could not help the applicant, having 
no jurisdiction. 
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Zeqal Pews. 


On Tuesday evening, in the House of Commons, Mr. 
Gregory moved that a select committee be appointed to 
inquire into and report upon the operation of the Com- 
panies Acts of 1862 and 1867. Mr. E. Stanhope said the 
Government thought it was very desirable that an inquiry 
on the subject should take place before a select committee, 
and therefore he had great pleasure in assenting to the 
-motion of his hon. friend. 


At the Wisi Préus sitting of the Queen’s Bench 
Division on the 28th ult., says the Times  repor- 
ter, Mr. John Saunders attended. He was sworn, 
and stated that one Hullam had called at his house 
and left a summons for him to attend as a juror. 
He told him that he could not possibly attend, owing to 
the state of health in whick he was. Hullam then 
told him that if he did not attend he would be fined 
£10. To this Mr. Saunders replied that he would 
rather pay £10 than attend. Eventually Hullam told 
him that if he would hand him £10 he would see that 
the fine was paid. Mr. Saunders then gave him £10. 
Hullam declined to give him a receipt, and, in con- 
sequence, Mr. Saunders made inquiries, which resulted in the 
present proceedings. Hullam was called, and he handed 
a written statement to his lordship. His lordship, addressing 
him, said that he had been guilty of a serious offence and 
abuse of the process of the court. Hullam+was aware that 
whether Mr. Saunders would be fined or not, or, if fined, 
what would be the amount, was no business of his. His 
lordship believed that he had received the money with 
the intention of retaining it. He should impose a severe 
sentence upon him, but not half so severe as would be 
imposed in the event of the repetition of such an offence. 
His lordship then ordered Hullam to pay a fine of £50. 
Hullam was allowed to be at large, in order that he might 
enter into arrangements for the payment of the fine. 


A correspondent writes to the Times:—‘‘ Those whose 
business takes them much to the Patent Office will be sorry 
to learn that a still further attempt at economy is being 
made there, of a piece with the recent restriction of the 
official publications. Since the date of the Patent Law Re- 
form Act in 1852 it has been the custom to publish, in con- 
venient small volumes, abridgments of the specifications re- 
lating to different classes of inventions. Most of the series 
had been brought down to the year 1866, and it was under- 
‘steod that as soon as all the principal classes of invention 
had been dealt with, the later specifications, since 1866, 
“would be taken in hand, and the work brought down to the 
present date. A good dealt of fault might be found with 
the way in which some of the volumes were prepared, but 
most of them, especially those which were issued of late 
years, were well adapted for their purpose, and served as 
useful guides tothe inventor through the labyrinth of former 
discoveries. Frequent testimony to the value of these books 
has been received from the Patent Offices of America and 
Australia, the Victorian Office having, indeed, imitated 
them. Nevertheless, we understand that it has now been 
decided to discontinue the issue of these books, and.in con- 
sequence the work will be left in an unfinished state, 
stopping at the year 1866. Fortunately, as regards the 
‘older inventions, the series is now tolerably complete; but 
in respect of the inventions of the last ten years, which are 
obviously of the greatest interest and importance, those who 
require information about them will be left to hunt through 
a number of annual indexes, and from them to refer to the 
lengthy and often confused specifications themselves. The 
annual income—that is to say, the balance of receipts over 
expenditure—of the Patent Office is now over £100,000 a 
year, so that the necessity for economy is not very apparent. 
It may also be interesting to note how the other department 
of the same office, that for the registration of trade-marks, 
is progressing. This office was opened in January, 1876, to 
carry out the Registration of Trade-Marks Act, under which 
all marks were to be registered by July, 1876. The 
work proving heavier than was expected, the time was ex- 
tended to July 1 in the present year, after which date no 
action for infringement can be brought in respect of an un- 
‘wogistered trade-mark. At the present date about 12,000 ap- 

lications have been received, and of these less than 2,000 

ve been registered. It has thus taken sixteen months to 





register 2,000 marks, leaving 10,000 more to be brought on 
the register during the two months remaining of the tims 
allowed by the Act.” 





Cuurts. 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 


Cuancery Division. 
(Before Hatt, V.C.) 
April 26.—In re John Holmes (a Solicitor), 
In re The Companies Acts, 1862 and 1867, 
In re The Electric Power Company, Limited. 
Company —Winding-up petition—-Solicitor and client—Informa. 
tion acquired in professional capacity. 

Notwithstanding the rule that a solicitor must not use infor 
mation acquired in his professional capacity in any subsequent 
proceedings against his former client, a solicitor, who has acted 
in the formation of a company and been discharged, may agt 
for a petitioner to wind up the same company when all the facts 
upon which the petition is based might have been ascertained 
by any person in the position of the petitioner. 

Motion to restrain Mr. John Holmes from acting as solici- 
tor for persons who had presented a petition to wind up the 
company in any proceeding against the company or the 
directors, and from making use of, or allowing any person to 
make copiesof, or extracts from any documents which hadcome 
into his hands in his professional capacity as solicitor to the 


company, and from imparting any information with regard — 


to the company acquired by him as such solicitor. Delivery 
up of documents belonging to the company was also asked 
for by the notice of motion. It appeared from the 
evidence that Mr. Holmes was employed as solicitor in the 
incorporation of the company in March, 1874, and that he 
attended one or two board meetings, at one of which he 
was formally appointed solicitor to the company. His bill re. 
lating to the incorporation was paid in June, 1874, and since 
that date he had transacted no professional business for, and 
had riot attended any meetings of, the company. In March, 
1876, thecompany entered into negotiations for aloan through 
another firm of solicitors, and in May, 1876, Mr. Holmes 
acted as solicitor for a debenture-holder on a winding-up 
petition, which was dismissed by consent on payment of 
interest and costs. No objection was then raised by the 
company to Mr. Holmes acting for the petitioner. The 
petition which gave rise to the present motion was pre- 
sented on the 17th of February, 1877, and notice of motion 
was given on the 26th of March, the petition having stood 
over for the petitioners to be cross-examined. The cross. 
examination elicited the fact that Mr. Holmes had received 
no information with regard to the company’s affairs from 
his present clients ; but on the other hand it appeared that 
all the facts stated in the petition might have been ascer- 
tained by any solicitor from sources open to the public. 

Dickinson, Q.C., and Methold, for the motion. 

Eddis, Q.C., and W. W. Karslake, for Mr, Holmes. ' 

The cases cited, and the arguments based upon them, 
are observed upon in the judgment. 

Hatt, V.C.—I am of opinion that this motion must be 
refused. It appearsto me that if I had nothing else to 
consider than the time the petition was presented and the 
dates of the cross-examination and of this notice of ag | 
I could not consider this to be a bond fide application. 
any right did exist, as claimed, this application ought to 
have been made earlier. This solicitor, it mast be remem. 
bered, was concerned in the former petition, and no appli- 
cation was then made to prevent him from acting in the 
matter of the petition. But on the merits of the case, were 
I to accede to this application, I should be making an order 
for which there is no precedent, and one which 
materially -and unnecessarily interfere with the ig 
discharge, as I consider, of duties by & solicitor to his 
client. The solicitor in this case appears to have done 
nothing for the company after 1874, It has been made a 
question whether from that time he was to be taken 
as solicitor for the company up to some time in 1876, 
and it has been said that there was business which 
would require a solicitor between 1874 and 1876 
It is said, too, that his appointment was never caricelled, 
that he remained nominally solicitor for the company, though 
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———— 
gever acting in any way, and though somebody else was em- 
ed, and he appears to have spoken of himself as soli- 
ctor. But there is no necessity for going into that. Passing 
from that, we have ar interval from 1875, when he was dis- 
, if he was not before discharged, an interval of twelve 
months, which is not without importance. The proposition is 
that a solicitor once employed by a company cannot after- 
wards be employed to have that company wound up. If there 
was evidence that he has been using information acquired in 
their employ, now to destroy the company, I should know 
what to do, but under the circumstances it cannot be con- 
sidered that he has availed himself of information so acquired 
to the detriment of the company, or that it will interfere 
mith the winding up. Some facts may have been acquired 
from private information, but it was open to him to obtain 
them from public sources ; and I cannot visit this gentleman 
with the penalty suggested merely because he has not con- 
gulted the registry which was open to him. The authorities 
cited do not go far enough for this. In Cholmondeley v. 
Clinton, 19 Ves. 261, the solicitor went over to the other side 
{having been engaged in confidential matters) while litigation 
was pending ; and commenting on that case in the case of 
Ber v. Ward, 1 Jac. 77, Lord Eldon says, ‘“*In Chol- 
mondeley V. Clinton I had great difficulty to know how to act, 
and I took the opinion of the judges. There the gentleman 
who had been concerned for Lord Clinton discharged himself 
4nd went over to the other side. It appeared to me and to all 
the judges that nothing could be more dangerous than to 
permit a solicitor employed by A. in a cause between him 
and B. to leave A. while still willing to retain him, and enter 
into the service of B.”” Mr. Dickinson has commented on 
the opening words of the judgment in Cholmondeley v. Clin- 
on, but such observations, as to deciding on general prin- 
tiples, have no reference to a case like the present. Davies v. 
h, 8 Simon, 262, was a case, if we are to apply any 
tule at all, for the interference of the court. The solicitor 
there had prepared the agreement which he was subsequently 
endeavouring to set aside. In Parratt v. Parrat!,2 De. G. 
#8. 258, Vice-Chancellor Knight Bruce is said to have 
feferred to Davies v. Clough as a case of a solicitor discharging 
himself, and it is said this is a similar case, and the same 
tale mast apply here as in the latter case. But here I think 
hat the solicitor should not be considered as having discharged 
himself, but, even if I were to take that view, I think the 
‘matter would still be open to consideration whether, upon all 
the circumstances of the case, there is such a connection 
between one proceeding and the other as to render him 
‘incapable of acting for the present client. This application 
is, I think, devoid of merits, and must not be entertained, 
baving regard to the time and circumstances under which 
the petition was presented and the motion made. 
Solicitors for the company, Bolton &: Co. 








Leqislattaw of the Week. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


April 26.—Buriats Acts ConsoLipation. 
i Bill was read a second time on a division by 141 to 


Daamace anp Improvement or Lanps (Iretanp) Pro- 
VISIONAL ORDERS. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


April 30.—Jupic1at Procrepines (Raina). 
This Bill was read a second time, 


Etemenrarny Epvoation Provisionat Oapars Conrrema- 
TION (LoNnvoN). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


‘Eiementany Epvucation Provistonat Orpers ConrrrmMa- 


gron (Carprrr, &0.). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Merrorouis Tot Bameszs, 
This Bill was read a second time, 


May 1.—Srrriep Esrares. 
Lord WinMARLEIGH moved the second reading of this 
‘Bill, whioh had come up from the Commons. The objeot 
“ef the 14th seotion of the Settled Estates Act was to 


enable the Court of Chancery to direct that sny part of 
any settled estates be laid out for streets, roads, paths, 
squares, gardens, or open spaces, sewers, drains, or water= 
courses, either to be dedicated to the public or not. The 
object of this Bill was to remove a difficulty in the exercise 
of the power so given to the court, and to provide that all 
such works, including the proper fences, pavings, &c., ine 
cidental thereto, might be made and the expense paid by 
sale or mortgage of or charge upon any part of the settled 
estates.—The Bill was read a second time. 


Jupicta Procegpines (RarTine). 
This Bill passed through committec. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
April 26.—Untversitres oF OxrorpD AND CAMBRIDGE. 
The House went into committee on this Bill.—Clause 5 
was reached. 


Locat GovernMENT PrevisionaL Orpers (Horsury, &c.). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Pusuic Lrprartes Acr (IRELAND) AMENDMENT. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


MartrmoniaL Causes. 
Mr. HerscHELL obtained leave to bring in a Bill to 
amend the Matrimonial Causes Act. 


April 27.—Norrotk anp Surrotk FisHERtes. 
This Bill was referred to a select committee. 


Summary JurispicTion (IRELAND). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


April 30.—Unrversrrizs or Oxrorp AND CaMBRIDGE. 
The House went into committee on this Bill, and pro- 
gress was reported on clause 16. 


Summary JurispicTiIon AMENDMENT. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


New Forest. 
Mr. W. H. Sirsa introduced a Bill to amend the ad- 
ministration of the law relating to New Forest. 


May 1.—New Bisuoprics. 

Mr. Cross introduced a Bill to provide for the foundation 
of four new bishoprics in England, at Liverpool, Wake- 
field or Halifax, Southwell, and in the county of 
Northumberland. 

May 2.—Crustity To ANIMALS. 

Mr. Hout moved the second reading of this Bill, which 
he said was intended to remedy a defect in Martin’s Act, 
and to prohibit the practice of painful experiments on 
animals, known as vivisection.—On a division the Bill was 
rejected by 222 to 83. 


BuriLs. 
The order for the second reading of this Bill was dis- 
charged. 
Assistant County Surveyors (IRELAND). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Carrrat PunIsHMENT ABOLITION. 
The order for the second reading of this Bill was dis- 


charged. 
Wovrter Assizes (IRELAND). 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Law or Evrpsncs AMENDMENT. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Mepicat Act. 
Dr. LusH introduced a Bill to amend the Medical Act of 
1858, 


BILLS BEFORE PARLIAMENT. 
Soxrcrrors’ Examination, &c, 
[H.L.—Lord Aberdare. ] 

A Bill intituled an Act for regulating the Examination of 
Persons applying tobe admitted Solicitors of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature in England, and for otherwise amend- 
ing the Law relating to Solicitors. 

Whereas under or by virtue of the eyactments of the Act 
of the sixth and seventh years of the reign of her present 





Majesty, chapter seventy-three, and of the Act of the twenty. 
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third and twenty-fourth years of the same reign, chapter one 
hundred and twenty-seven, and of the Supreme Court of Judi- 
cature Acts, 1873 and 1875, relating to the admission of 
persons as solicitors of the Supreme Court, and of regulations 
made under the authority of those enactments, persons apply- 
ing to be admitted as solicitors of the Supreme Court of 
Judicature in England are (with certain exceptions) required 
to pass examinations known respectively as the preliminary, 
the intermediate, and the final examination : 

And whereas under the above-mentioned enactments the 
power of making regulations for the conduct of the said 
examinations and of appointing examiners is vested in certain 
judges of her Majesty’s High Court of Justice : 

And whereas it is expedient that such powers, subject as 
hereinafter mentioned, be vested in the Incorporated Law 
Society, and that other amendments be made in the law rela- 
ting to solicitors of the Supreme Court : 

Be it therefore enacted by the Queen’s most excellent 
Majesty, by and with the consent of the Lords spiritual and 
temporal, and Commons, in this present Parliament assembled, 
‘and by the authority of the same, as follows: 


Preliminary. 

1. Short title.] This Act may be cited for all purposes as 
‘The Solicitors Act, 1877,” and the Act of the sixth and 
seventh yearsof the reign of her present Majesty, chapter 
seventy-three, ‘‘ For consolidating and amending several of 
the laws relating to attorneys and solicitors practising in 
England and Wales,” and the Act of the twenty-third and 
twenty-fourth years of the same reign, chapter one hundred 
and twenty-seven, “ ‘Io amend the laws relating to attorneys, 
solicitors, proctors, and certificated conveyancers,’ may be 
respectively cited for all purposes as ‘“‘ The Solicitors Act, 
1843,” and “ The Solicitors Act, 1860.” 

2. Extent of Act.] This Act shall not extend to Scotland 
or Ireland. 

8. Commencement of Act.] This Act shall, so far as regards 
the power of certain of the judges of her Majesty’s High 
Court of Justice and of the Incorporated Law Society to 
make regulations thereunder, and so far as regards the issue 
of notices and other proceedings preliminary to holding the 
first examinations thereunder, come into operation on the 
passing thereof, and for all other purposes shall come into 
operation on the first day of January, one thousand eizht 
hundred and seventy-eight. 

4. Interpretation.] In this Act,— 

‘* The Incorporated Law Society ” or ‘‘ the society ”’ means 
“the Society of Attorneys, Solicitors, Proctors, and 
others not being Barristers practising in the Courts of 
Law and Equity of the United Kingdom” : 

‘Solicitor’ means solicitor of the Supreme Court of Judi- 
cature in England : 

“Preliminary examination” means an examination in 
general knowledge of persons becoming bound under 
articles of clerkship to solicitors : 

‘“‘Intermediate examination’? means an examination of 
persons bound under articles of clerkship to solicitors 
in order to ascertain the progress made by such per- 
sons during their articles in acquiring the knowledge 
necessary for rendering them fit and capable to act as 
colicitors : 

“Final examination’? means an examination of persons 
applying to be admitted as solicitors as well touching 
the articles and service as the fitness and capacity of 
such persons to act as solicitors, including their fitness 
and capacity to act in matters of business usually 
transacted by solicitors. 


Exuminations, 

5. Certificate of having passed evaminations requisite for 
admission as solicitor.] Subject to the exemptions allowed 
by this Act, or by regulations made under the authority 
thereof, a person shall not be admitted as a solicitor unless 
he has obtained from the Incorporated Law Society, or 
some person authorized in writing by that society, a certi- 
ficate or certificates to the effect that he has passed a 
preliminary, an intermediate, and a final examination. 

6. Examinations to be held under management of Incor- 
porated Law Society.] The Incorporated Law Society are 
hereby authorized and required to hold, at least three 
times in the year, commencing with the first day of January, 
one thousand eight hundred and seventy-eight, and in 
every succeeding year, a preliminary examination, an 
intermediate examination, and a final examination, and the 





society shall, subject to the provisions of this Act, haya 
the entire management and control of all such examina 
tions, and shall have power to make regulations with re 
spect to all or any of the following matters (that is to say) 

(a) With respect to the subjects for, and the mode 9 

conducting the examination of candidates ; and 

(8) With respect to the times and places of examing 

tions and the notices of examinations ; and 

(c) With respect to the certificates to be given to persong 

of their having passed any examination ; and 

(p) With respect to the appointment and removal o 

examiners (other than the ex-officio examiners here 
inafter mentioned) and with respect to the remunera- 
tion by fees or otherwise of the examiners so ap. 
pointed ; and 

(z) With respect to any other matter or thing as to 

which the society think it expedient to make regu. 

lations for the purpose of carrying this section into 

execution. 
Any regulation made under the authority of this section 
may be altered or revoked by a subsequent regulation, and 
copies of all regulations made under the authority of this 
section shall be transmitted to the Presidents of the 
Queen’s Bench Division, the Common Pleas Division, and 
the Exchequer Division of the High Court of Justice, and 
to the Master of the Rolls, and if within twenty-eight days 
after a copy of any regulation has been so transmitted, 
any two of those judges (the Master of the Rolls being 
one) signify by writing under their hands, addressed to 
the president or the vice-president of the society, their 
dissent from such regulation, or any part thereof, the same 
shall be of no force or effect, and if after any such regula 
tion, or any part thereof, has come into effect, any two of 
those judges (the Master of the Rolls being one) shall go 
signify their dissent from such regulation, or any part 
thereof, the same shall, at the expiration of two months, 
cease to be of any force or effect. 

7. Masters of Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, and Ez- 
cheguer Divisions to be ex-officio examiners.) Unless and 
until the Presidents of the Queen’s Bench Division, Common 
Pleas Divigion, and Exchequer Division of the High Court 
of Justice, and the Master of the Rolls otherwise order, 
the several masters for the time being of those divisions 
shall be ex-officio examiners for the intermediate aud the 
final examinations, and one of such ez-oficio examiners 
shall act in the conduct of every such examination in con- 
janction with the examiners appointed by the society in 
pursuance of this Act. 

8. Fees payable to Incorporated Law Society in respect of 
examinations.] Any person applying to be examined or re- 
examined at a preliminary, intermediate, or final examina- 
tion shall pay to the Incorporated Law Society such fees 
in respect of such examinations (and in such proportions 
and at such times) as may be from time to time determined 
by regulations to be made by the Presidents of the Queen's 
Bench Division, the Common Pleas Division, and the Ex- 
chequer Division of the High Court of Justice, and the 
Master of the Rolls, or any two of them, of whom the 
Master of the Rolls shall be one. 

All moneys paid to the society in pursuance of this Act 
in respect to the preliminary, intermediate, and final 
examinations shall be applied by the society in payment of 
the expenses from time to time incurred by the society 
with reference to euch examinations, and with refer. 
ence to the lectures, classes, and other teaching 
provided by the society from time to time for persons 
bound or about to be bound under articles of clerkship to 
solicitors. ; 

9. Appeal to Master of the Rolls against refusal of certifi- 
cate,] Any person who has been refused a certificate of 
having passed an intermediate or final examination, 
who objects to such refusal, whether on account of the 
nature or difficulty of the questions put to him by the 
examiners, or on any other ground whatsoever, sball be at 
liberty, within one month next after such refasal, to ap~ 
peal by petition in writing to the Master of the Rolls 
against such refusal, such petition to be presented in such 
manner and subject to such regulations as the Master of 
the Rolls may from time to time direct. 

In the meantime, and until the Master of the Rolls other- 
wise directs, such petition shall, as to a final examination 
be presented at the Petty Bag Office, without the payment 
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of any fee, and a copy of such petition shall be left there- 
with, and shall be delivered by the clerk of the petty bag 
to the secretary of the Incorporated Law Society, and the 
clerk of the petty bag shall also notify to such secretary 
the day appointed for the hearing of the petition, and the 
game shall be heard by the Master of the Rolls on such 
day after the expiration of fourteen days from the day on 
which such petition was presented, and at such time as he 
may appoint. 

On the hearing of any petition under this section the 
Master of the Rolls may make such order as to him may 
seem meet, and where any person who has been refused a 
certificate of having passed his final examination, on appeal 
tothe Master of the Rolls, obtains an order for his 
admission, such order shall entitle him to a certificate 
from the Incorporated Law Society of his fitness and 
capacity to act as solicitor, and in the usual business 
transacted by a solicitor, in the same manner as if he had 

his final examination. 

10. General exemptions from preliminary ex tion.] A 
certificate of having passed a preliminary examination 
under this Act shall not be required from any person who 
has taken the degree of Bachelor of Arts or Bachelor 
of Laws in the Universities of Oxford, Cambridge, 
Dublin, Durham, or London, or in the Queen’s University 
in Ireland, or the degree of Bachelor of Arts, 
Master of Arts, Bachelor of Laws, or Doctor of Laws in 
any of the universities of Scotland, none of such degrees 
being honorary degrees, or who had been called to the 
degree of utter barrister in England, or who has passed the 
first public examination before moderators at Oxford or the 
previous examination at Cambridge, or the examination in 
arts for the second year at Durham, or who has passed one 
of the local examinations established by the University of 
Oxford, or one of the non-gremial examinations established 
hg University of Cambridge, or one of the examinations 

the Oxford and Cambridge Schools Examination Board, 
or one of the matriculation examinations at the Universities 
of Dublin or London (notwithstanding he may not have 
been placed in the first division of such matriculation 
examination), or the examination for the first-class certificate 
: uae of Preceptors incorporated by Royal Charter 

The Presidents of the Queen’s Bench Division, the Com- 
mon Pleas Division, and the Exchequer Division of the 
High Court of Justice, and the Master of the Rolls, or 
any three of them (the Master of the Rolls being one), may 
make, and from time to time alter and revoke, regulations 
extending the above exemption to any persons who pass any 
examination held in any of the above-mentioned universities 
or in the Owens College, Manchester, and specified in that 
behalf in the said regulations. 

IL, Power of judges to grant special exemptions from pre- 
liminary examination.] The Presidents of the Queen’s Bench 
Division, the Common Pleas Division, and the Exchequer 
Division of the High Court of Justice, and the Master of 
the Rolls, or any one or more of them, may, where under 
mecial circumstances they or he see fit so to do, exempt any 

m from compliance with the enactments and regula- 
for the time being in force with respect to the pre- 
examination either entirely or partially, or 





fubject to any such conditions as to them or him may 
seem fit. 


12. Exemption of certain barristers from intermediate 
tamination and giving them title to be admitted solicitors on 
Putsing final examinatione.] Any person who has been 
tilled to the degree of utter barrister in England, and is 
of not less than five years’ standing at the bar, and 
has procured himself to be disbarred with a view of be- 
coming a solicitor, and has obtained from two of the 
benchers of the Inn to which he belongs or to which he 
belonged a certificate of his being a fit and proper person 
Treen asa solicitor, shall not be required to obtain a 

cate of having passed an intermediate examination 
under this Act, and shall be entitled on passing a final 
éxamination under this Act (except so much of such ex- 
amination as relates to articles and service under articles) 
to be admitted and enrolled as a solicitor. 
13. Power of judges to provide for admission of persons who 
dave sed certain examinations bg four years’ service.] 
The sidents of the Queen’s Bench Division, the Common 
Fleas Division, and the Exchequer Division of the High 
Gast of Justice, and the Master of the Rolls, or any three 
them (the Master of the Rolls being one), may make, and 





from time to time alter and revoke, regulations directing that 
any person having passed any examination held in the 
Universities of Oxford, Cambridge, Dublin, Durham, or 
London, or in the Queen’s University in Ireland, or in any 
of the universities in Scotland, or in the Owens College, 
Manchester, and to be specified in such regulations, may be 
admitted and enrolled as a solicitor after ‘service under 
articles of clerkship to a practising solicitor for the term of 
four years, but not so as to allow in any case a less term of 
service than four years. 

14. Time of regulations coming into force.] All regulations 
duly made in pursuance of this Act before the first day of 
January, one thousand eight hundred and seventy-eight, 
shall come into force on that day, and on that day the 
general rules and regulations, dated the second day of 
November, one thousand eight hundred and seventy-five, 
and the schedules thereto (with the exception of the regu- 
lations “as to re-admission and the i out and 
renewal of certificates,’ and ‘‘as to custody of rolls and 
documents,” and “provisions as to notices, &c., already 
given”’), shall cease to be of any force or effect. 


Miscellaneous Amendments of Law. 

15. Power for Master of Rolls to admit through service 
under articles is irregular.] Where any person articled te a 
solicitor has not served as a clerk under such articles 
strictly, within the provisions of the Solicitors Act, 
1848, and the Solicitors Act, 1860, but subsequently 
to the execution of his articles bond fide serves (either con- 
tinuously or not) one or more solicitors as an articled elerk 
for periods together equal in duration to the full term for 
which he was originally articled, and has obtained such 
certificates as he is required by this Act to obtain, it shall 
be lawful for the Master of the Rolls in his discretion, if he 
is satisfied that such irregular service was, occasioned by 
accident, mistake, or some other sifficient cause, and that 
such service, although irregular, was substantially equiva- 
lent to a regular service, to admit such person to be a solici- 
tor in the same manner as if such service had been a regu- 
lar service within the meaning of the said Acts. 

16. Form of registrar’s certificate.| The annual certificate 
required by law to be obtained by every practising solicitor 
from the registrar of sclicitors, and the declaration required 
to be delivered to the registrar for the purpose of obtaining 
such certificate, may respectively be in the forms (A.} 
and (B.) in the first schedule to this Act, or to the like 
effect, 

17. Solicitors eligible to practise in ecclesiastical courts.} 
Any solieitor may practise in all courts and before all 
persons having or exercising power, authority, or jurisdic- 
tion in matters ecclesiastical in England, and shall be 
deemed to be duly qualified to practise and may practise 
in all matters relating to applications to obtain notarial 
faculties, and generally shall have and may exercise all 
the powers and authorities, and shall be entitled to all the 
rights and privileges, and may fulfil all the functions and 
duties which appertain or belong to the office or profession 
of a proctor, whether in the provincial, diocesan, or other 
jurisdictions in England. 

18. As to commissioners for taking oaths in ecclesiastical 
courts.] Commissioners for taking oaths in the Supreme 
Court of Judicature in England shall be commissioners for 
taking oaths in or for the purpose of any of the ecolesias- 
tical courts or jurisdictions, or matters ecclesiastical in 
England, or matters relating to application for notarial 
faculties. 

19. Council of Incorporated Law Society may act on behalf 
of society.] All rules and regulations, acts, matters, and 
things respectively authorised or required to be made or 
done by the Incorporated Law Society under or in pursu- 
ance of this Act or of the Solicitors Act, 1843, or of 
the Solicitors Act, 1860, or under any orders, rules, 
and regulations made in pursuance thereof respectively, 
may be made or done by the council for the time being of 
the society on behalf of the society, 

20. Authentication of regulations and other documents.]} 
All rules, regulations, certificates, notices, and other doou- 
ments made or issued by the Incorporated Law Society for 
any purpose whatever may be in hermes Be print, or —_ 
in writing and partly in print, and may be signed on beh 
of the society by the secretary, or by such other officer or 
officers of the society as may de from time to time prescribed 
by the council. 
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21. Construction of enactments referring to attorneys and 
ewaminations.] All enactments referring to attorneys which 
are in force immediately after the coming into operation of 
this Act shall be construed as if the expression “ solicitor of 
the Supreme Court” were therein substituted for the expres- 
sion ‘‘ attorney,” and all enactments relating to the exa- 
minations of attorneys and solicitors which are in force 
immediately after the coming into operation of this Act 
shall be construed as relating to the examinations to be held 
in pursuance of this Act. 


22. Temporary provision as to examinations.] All persons 
who before this Act comes into operation have passed a pre- 
liminary but have not passed an intermediate or final 
examination, and all persons who have passed an _inter- 
mediate but have not passed a final examination under the 
enactments and regulations hereby repealed, shall be deemed 
respectively to have passed a preliminary or a preliminary 
and intermediate examination under this Act as the case 
may be, and all persons who have passed a final examina- 
tion under the said enactments and regulations but have 
not been admitted shall be deemed to have passed a final 
examination under this Act. 


23. Repeal of scheduled enactments.] The Acts mentioned 
in the first part of the second schedule to this Act are 
hereby repealed as from the first day of January, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and seventy-eight, to the extent speci- 
fied in the third column in the said part of that schedule, 
with the qualification that so much of the said Acts as is 
set forth in the second part of that schedule shall be re- 
enacted in manner therein appearing, and shall be of the 
same force as if enacted in the body of this Aet: provided, 
also, that this repeal shall not affect— 


(a) Anything duly done or suffered under any enactment 
hereby repealed ; or 
(B) Any right, liability, or penalty acquired, accrued, or 
incurred under any enactment hereby repealed, or 
any legal proceeding or remedy in respect of any 
such right, liability, or penalty, and any such legal 
proceeding and remedy may be carried on as if this 
Act had not been passed ; 
And the regulations made by certain of the judges of the 
High Court of Justice in pursuance of the power contained 
in section 14 of the Judicature Act, 1875, for adapting the 
enactments and forms therein-mentioned, shall as from the 
said first day of January, one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy-eight, cease to be of any force or effect. 
The SCHEDULES referred to in the foregoing Act. 


THE FIRST SCHEDULE. 
Form (A.). 


Registrar's Certificate. 
No. 18 
Pursuant to the Solicitors Act, 1848, and the Acts 
amending the same, the Incorporated Law Society, as the 
registrar of solicitors, hereby certifies that, solicitor of 


the Supreme Court, whose place of business hah 


hath this day left with the secretary of the said society a de- 
claration in writing signed by (a) , containing his 
name and place or places of business, together with the term 
and year, or the month and year, in or as of which he was 
admitted, and hereby further certifies that the said solici- 
tor is duly enrolled a solicitor of the Supreme Court, and is 
entitled to practise as such solicitor on this certificate 
being duly stamped as required by law. 

Given under the hand of the secretary of the Incorporated 
Law Society this day of Pp ye 

» Secretary. 

Produced and entered this day of A 

87 . 

(a) The said solicitor or the said solicitor’s partner on his 
behalf or the said solicitor’s London agent as the case may 
ol The name of the partner or agent need not be inserted 

e. 

*,* If this certificate is stamped after the 1st of January, 
it must be produced to the registrar of solicitors within a 
month of the payment of the duty. 

If admitted a notary this certificate should be entered at 
the Faculty Office. 

If a proctor it should be entered in the court in which he 
is admitted. 


——. 
—_——= 


Form (B.). 
Annual Declaration for obtaining the Registrar's Certificate, 
No. 
I hereby declare that 
was admitted an attorney of (a) ‘ 
Term in the year 18 [or] 
a solicitor of the Supreme Court in the month of 


and that { =y | place of business 


’ his 
is ais 
} are f° follows (5) : 


Dated this 
Signature 
[Partner or London agent of the said] 
To the Registrar of Solicitors. 

(a) One court is sufficient. 

(0) If removed since last certificate state such removal, 
THE SECOND SCHEDULE. 
Part I. 
Enactments Repealed, 


in the year 18 


day of » 18. 





Session and 


Chapter Title or Short Title. 


Extent of Repeal. 





An Act for con- 
solidating and 
amending several 
of the laws relat- 
ing to attorneys 
and solicitors 
practising in Eng- 
land and Wales. 


6 & 7 Vict. 
c. 73. 


Sections 15, 16, 17, 
18, 20, and so much 
of section 30 and of 
the second schedule 
as relates to fees 
payable to the In. 
corporated Law 
Society. 


An Act to amend 
the laws relating 
to attorneys, soli- 
citors, proctors, 
and certificated 
conveyancers. 


23 & 24 Vict. 
ce. 127, 


Sections 8, 9, 11, 13, 
14, section 19 from 
the words ‘and 
after’? to the end 
of the section, se- 
tion 20 from the 
words “and the 
said Lords Chief 
Justices” to the 
words from ‘time 
to time,” section 23, 
and the schedules 
(A.) and (B.). 

33 & 34 Vict.| The Attorneys and) Section 20. 

c. 28. Solicitors Act, 

1870. 

Part II, 

6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, 5. 15. 

If the Master of the Rolls or any of the judges of the 
Queen’s Bench Division, the Common Pleas Division, or the 
Exchequer Division of the High Court of Justice is, by the 
certificate of the examiners appointed in pursuance of this 
Act, satisfied with respect to any person applying to be 
admitted a solicitor of the Supreme Court that such person 
is duly qualified to be admitted to act as a solicitor of the 
Supreme Court, then and not otherwise the Master of the 
Rolls shall administer the requisite oath, and cause 
person to be admitted a solicitor of the Supreme Court, and 
his'name to be enrolled as a solicitor of such court, w. 
admission shall be written on parchment and signed by the 
Master of the Rolls, 


6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, 5. 20. 


Such person or persons as the Presidents of the Queen's 
Bench Division, the Common Pleas Division, and 
Exchequer Division of the High Court of Justice, ipa 








with the Master of the Rolls, shall for that pu a 

shall have the custody and care of the rolls or 
wherein persons are enrolled as solicitors of the Supremé 
Court, and shall be deemed and taken as the proper 

or officers for filing such affidavits as in the Solicitors 
Act, 1843, are mentioned, and he or they is or are here’ 
also respectively required from time to time, without fee 
reward, other than as in the said Act mentioned, to 

the name of every person who shall be admitted a s0 





of the Supreme Court pursuant to the directions in the “ 
Act, and the time when admitted, in alphabetical ortler, 
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qolls, or books to be kept for that purpose, to which rolls:oT 
books all persons shall and may have free access without fee 
or reward. 

23 & 24 Vict. c. 127, s, 23. 

If any solicitor of the Supreme Court, after having at 
any time taken out a stamped certificate, neglects for a 
whole year after the expiration thereof to renew the same 
for the following year, the registrar shall not afterwards 
grant a certificate to such solicitor, except under an order 
of the Master of the Rolls, and it shall be lawful for the 
Master of the Rolls to direct the registrar to issue a 
«ertificate te such person on such terms and conditions 
ashe may think fit. 








Court Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court oF MASTER OF THE 
PEAL. Rotts. 
Mr. Clowes Mr. Latham 
Koe Merivale 
Clowes Leach 
Koe Latham 
Clowes Merivale 
Koe Leach 


V. OC. Matrys. V.C.Bacow. V.C. Hatt. 


May 7Mr.Farrer Mr. Holdship Mr, Ward 
Miln Teesdale Pemberton 
Holdship Ward 
Teesdale Pemberton 
Holdship Ward 
Teesdale Pemberton 


Date. 


Monday, 
Tuesday ...... 8 e 
Wednesday.... 9 King 
‘Th Farrer 
Milne 
King 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY Division. 


List or TRANSFERRED Causes now standin 
before Mr. Justice Fry, arranged in order of 
Down, and as they will come into the Paper. 
General Insurance Company v Kuhner Cause V OH 
Rodbard v Cooke Action for trial V C H 
Dance vy Dabbs Action for trial V CM 
Murrell v Sandon Cause for trial VO M 
ho v Great Eastern Railway Company Action for trial 
Butler v Butler Cause VOC M 
6 7 me Company, Limited, vy Krebs Cause for trial 
Dawson v Dawson Cause for trial VCH 
Kemp v Bird Action for trial VCH 
Siegert v Findlater Action for trial VC M 
Plews v Lee Cause for trial VC M 
Lonsdale v Lonsdale Action for trial VCH 
Martin'y Wale Action for trial V OC M 
Attorney-General vy Tomline Motion for decree VCH 
Smith v Re Riche Action for trial VC H 
‘Watney v Trist Action for trial VO H 
‘Qcles v Serocold Action for trial VC H 
Feirnehough v. Fernell Action for trial VOM 
be ai Bankv Carr Carr v Alliance Bank Action for trial 


Hilly Theakstone Cause for trial, &¢ VOM 
« tonv Tomlinson Action for trial V CM 
ewby v Sharpe Action for trial V C H 
sranfagton v Prinsop, &c, Company Cause for trial 


Homer vy Homer Cause for trial VC M 
mv Balmain Action for trial VO H 
King y Manley Action for trial VC H 
ders vy Dunman Action for trial V CM 
yGage Action for trial V CM 
Smith v Vestry of St Pancras Action for trial VCH 
lv Gardner Action for trial VOM 
vChorley Cause for trial V OH 
#9hnson v Dallas Cause for trial VC H 
y v Simmins Action fortrial V CH 
Hall y Lovelock Cause for trial VC M 
Wroe v Dimsdale Action for trial V OH 


for Hearing 
ate of Setting 





Elliott v Evans Action for trial V CM 

Ward v Wyld Action for trial VC M 

P O Steam, &c, Company v Bain Action for trial VOH 
Wilson v Morley Action for trial V CM 

Fletcher v Kelly Action for trial V CM 

Booth v Durose Action for trial V CH 

Pilley v Hale Cause for trial V CH 

Gale v Gale Action for trial V C M 


Jagger v Horsfall Action for trial V OH 

Morgan v Thomas Specialcase VC M 

Attorney-General v Moass & Redway Motion for judgment 
Vom 


Hinton v Staff Action for trial V CH 

Wyatt v De Salomos Actionforirial VC M 

Lydall v Martinson Action for trial VOM 

Maude v Wisker Action for trial VO M 

Aldridge v Evans Action for trial V CM 

Simmins v Shirley Action fortrial VCH 

Platt v Kershaw Action for trial V CH 

Odessa, &c, Company v Mendel Mendel v Odessa, &c, 
Company Action for trial MR 

Kirkwood v Webster Action for trial VCM 

Cotterill vy Ward Actionfor trial V CM 

McCallum v McSheehan Action for trial VCH 

Clark v Marcus Action for trial V CH 

Nitro-Phosphate, &c, Company v London and St Katherine 
Dock Action for trial MR 

Taunton v Synnot Action for trial VOM 

— v Foreign, &c, Gas Company Cause for trial 


Griffiths v Jones Action for trial VC M 

Byrd v Nunn Action for trial V CM 

Gray v Poull Action for trial VC M 

Litton v Litton Action for trial V CH 

London and County Land, &c, Company v Societe 
Generale, &¢ Action for trial MR 

Woodgate v Weldon Action for trial VOH 

Perkins v Lewis Action for trial MR 

Knox v Samson Action for trial V CM 

Morrell v Cowan Action for trial VY CM 

Carr v Taylor Action for trial MR 

Burrow, &c, Company v Stevens Cause for trial MR 

Leggatt v Warner Action for trial MR 

Anderson v Backhouse Action for trial MR 

Jaques v Millar Action for trial M 

London, &c, Marine Insurance Company v Davies Action 
for trial VCM 

Kino v Rudkin ction fcr trial MR 

Collinson v Ravenscroft Action for trial, && MR 

Robotham v Dunnett Action for trial V CM 

Bell v Hazlerigg Action for trial MR 

Stone v Gibbins Cause for trial V C M 

Chadwick v Appleton Action for trial VC M 

Crowe v Barnicot Action for trial. V C M 

Haselfoot v Chelmsford, &c, Board Action for trial 


MR 

The National, &c, Insurance Company v Prudential, &c, 
Company Action for trial MR 

Moet v Pickering Action for trial MR 

Bradford v Burgess Action for trial VC H 

Bonnewell v Jenkins Action for trial VOH 

Hoare v Tucker Action for trial MR 

Hunt v Glamorgan, &c, Company Action for trial MR 

Nicol v Brooksbank Action for trial MR 

Holmfeld v Hart Action for trial V CH 

Attorney-General v Bi-phosphated, &c,Company Cause for 
trial VCM 

Phelps v Queen Insurance Company Cause for trial VC M 

Hutchinson v Hutchinson Action for trial YC M 

Willis v Bearcroft Action for trial V CM 

Withall v Bell Cause for trial VC H 

Sauer v Wellsted Action for trial VC H 

Wellsted v Richards Action fortrial V C H 

Sankey v Williams Action for trial V CM 

Goulding v Schofield Action for trial V CM 

— &c, Company v Kenyon Action for trial 

Ivy House, &c, Company v Cox Action for trial V CH 

Smith y Van Joel use for trial MR 

Hayne v Laurie Milbank & Co Action fortrial VOH 

Williams v Raggett Action for trial VC M 

Woods'v Roberts Action for trial MR 

Hart v Swaine Action for trial MR 

Marychurch v Rodiguez Cause for trial VC M 
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Attorney-General v Gas Light, &c, Company Action for 
trial VCH 

Downman v Raphael Action for trial VCH 

Lobley v Talbot Action for trial VCH 

Braadhead v Hutchinson Action for trial VC H 

Oriental, &c, Company v Dodwell Cause for trial MR 

Garling v Royds Cause for trial MR 

Cripps v Robinson Action for trial MR 

Blagg v Marshall Action for trial MR 

= v London, &c, Cab Company Action for trial 

R 


Witty vSpurr Action for trial MR 

Gillespie v Hampshire, &c, Bank Action fortrial MR 

= a Quarry Company v Robins Action for 
ri 


Giles v Edwards Cause for trial VC H 

Tunstall v Close Cause for trial MR 

Richardson v Budd Action for trial MR 

Pearson v Scott Action for trial MR 

— v Sharpness, &c, Company Action for trial 


— Blackburn Union v Brooks Action for trial 


Leigh v Brooks Action for trial VCH 

Elliott v Plain Action for trial MR 

Robins v Duleep Singh Action for trial MR 

Palmer v Cook Action for trial VCH 

Nicholson v Drury Buildings Estate Company, Limited 
Action for trial MR 

Gaze v Hopwood Action for trial VCH 

Morgan v Eglin Action fortrial MR 

Lee v Mills Action for trial VCH 

Braham v Beachin Action for trial VCH 

Busby v Watkins Action for trial VCH 

Magdalen Hospital v Knotts Action for trial M R 

Debenham v Lacey, Action fortrial V CH 

Smith v Whichcord Action fortrial VCH ~ 

Evans v Debenham Action for trial VCH 

Luker v Dennis Action for trial MR 

Linoleum, &c, Company v Nairn Action for trial 


VCH 
Cockle y Joyce Cause for trial VCH 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
May 4, 1877. 
BAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. -|\Closing Prices 





Bristol and Exeter 
Caledonian 
Glasgow and South-Western ..... eeevescers 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock sso 

Great Northern 











Great Southern and Western of Ireiend 
Great Western—Original....sesco.sssssesesseseesee| 
Lancashire and Yorkshire A 
London, Brighton, and South C 
London, Chatham, and Dover. 
a London and North-Western 














Stoek|North British 
Stock}North Eastern 
Stock|North London 
Stock|North Staffordshire .........0. eo oevceereeeeeosesseeee 
s South Devon 

Stock|South-Eastern 


























*A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 





Ciark—A 
William 


BIRTHS, 
30, at 18, Montem-road, Forest-hill, the wife of 
ohn htyne Clark, barrister-at-law, of a eon. 

Hunter—April 30, at 18, Ledbury-road, Bayswater, the wife 


of H. J. Hunter, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
Lake—May 2, at The Grove, Highgate, the wife of Benjamin 
Greene Lake, of Lincoln 


’s-inn, of a son. 
Rutnerrvgp—April 8 
bourne-park, the wife 


] 

25, at 6, St. hen’s-square, West- 

bo of Henry Rutherfard, barrister-at-law, 
& son. 


Stocxem—April 18, at Richmond, 8.W., the wife of Walter 
Stockem, solicitor, of a son. 





—_——— 


‘WastTeneys—April 29, at 3, Oxford-square, Hyde-park, the 
wife of William Wasteneys, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
MARRIAGES. 

Gwynn—Snow—April 28, at Emmanuel Church, Clifton, 
Humphrey Thomas Martin Crowther Gwynn, of Ozlewo 

Clifton, solicitor, to Harriet Mary Ann, daughter of the late 
Richard Snow, of Dean Court, near Taunton. 

MoncKkTON—BAYNHAM—April 24, at Charlton, Dover, Herbert 
Monckton, town clerk of Maidstone, to Jessie Emily, daughter- 
of the Rev. John Francis Baynham, Rector of Charlton, 
Dover. 

PacpEN—FEERARI—April 19, at Holy Trinity Church, Pad- 
dington, Frederick John Pagden, of Lincoln’s-inn, to Sophia, 
elder daughter of the late Signor Adolfo Ferrari, of 32, 
Gloucester-terrace, Hyde-park. 

West—Kezatina—April 26, at St. John’s Church, Lewisham, 
Albert West, solicitor, of Poultry-chambers, Queen Victoria- 
street, E.C., to Anne Maria, eldest daughter of the late 
Lorenzo Keating, of Cranfield Lodge, Wickham-road, Lewis- 
ham High-road. 


DEATHS. 

Brooxe—April 30, at 14, Queen Adelaide-road, Penge, 
Zachary Brooke, of 51, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, solicitor, aged 73, 

MERRIFIELD—May 1, at 2, — Brighton, Jehan 
Merrifield, barrister-at-law, aged 85, 

SAXELBYE—April 24, at Leicester-place, Hull, John Saxelbye, 
solicitor, aged 71. 

SzEDs—Moay 1, at 19, University-square, Belfast, Henry Seeds, 
solicitor, aged 61. 

WELLER—May 2, at Caterham Valley, William Weller, of 
the Exchequer Division of the High Court of Justice, aged 63, 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 


Faipay, April 27, 1877. 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 

Horrocks and Company, Limited.—The M.R. has fixed Monday, May 7, 
at 12, at his chambers, as the time and place for the appointment of 
an officia! liquidator 

Kermoor Fisheries and Reservoirs Company, Limited.—Creditors are 
required, on or before June !1, to send their names and addre 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles Henry 
Darbishire, Queen Anne’s gate, Westminster. Monday, June 25, at 
12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and 


claims 

Patent Davit and Boat Detaching Company, Limited.—By an order 
made by V.O, Bacon, dated April 18, it was ordered that the above 
company be wound up. Tillyard, King st, Cheapside, solicitor for 
the petitioner 

Patent Marezzo Marble Company, Limited.—By an order made by 
V.C. Malins, dated April 20, it was ordered that the voluntary 
winding up of the above company becontinued. Mercer and Mercer, 
Copthall court, solicitors for the petitioners 

Patent Marezzo Marble Company, Limited.—Oreditors are required, 
on or before May 28, to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Stsphen Evans, 
——— Mercer and Mercer, Copthall court, solicitors for the 

iquidator 

goveden and Belgian Star Coal Company, Limited.—Creditors are ree 
quired, on or before May 22, to send their names and addresses, and 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to Fiaxman Haydon, Bishops- 
gate st within. Tuesday, June 5, at 11, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
TourspyY, May 1, 1877. 
United Provident Friendly Society, White Horse Inn, Moretoohamp= 
stead, Devon. April 27 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 


Fripay, April 20, 1877, 
Athen, Sophia, Rotherham, York. May 26. Athey v Athey, V.0. 
. Badger, Rotherham 

Bayne, George. Landport, Hants, Grocer. May 17. Parnell v Parnell, 
V.C. Rall. Sole and Co, Aldermanbury 

Booth, William, Sheffield, Grocer, June |. Fisher v Shirley, V.C. Hall. 
Moore, Sheffield : 

Clark Charies, Horncastle, Lincoln, Gent, May 25. Olark v Willson, 
v.c. Hall. Tweed, Horncastle 

Dicketts, Alfred, Ryder st, St James’s, Dairyman. May 15, Pryce¥ 
Dicketts, V.C. Bacon. Plater, Golde 

Heaverman, Elizabeth, Leadenhall st. 
V.C. Hall. Wright, Walbrook 

Hill, John, North urne, Worcester, Gent. May 15, Stallard ¥ 
Surnam, V.C. Malins. White, Bedford row 

Mackenzie, Alexander, Lloyd sq, Pentonville, Watchmaker. May 26. 
Mackenzie v Mackenzie, M.R. Webb, Crosby sq 

Parsley, James William, Gorleston, Suffolk, Smack Owner. May 2+ 
Alison v Parsley, V.C. Malins. Clarke, Great Yarmouth 

Waugh, John, Leamington, Warwick, M.D. May 19. Robinson ¥ 
Munro, MLE. Blaker, Leamington 

Torsvar, April 24, 1877, 
fevre terrace, Lefevre rd, 

V.C. Bacon. 





n sq 
May 29. Booth v Heaverman, 


A , Charles Stuart, Le 
Miah’ 30. Ayling v Ay\ing, 


North Bow, Gent. 
» Carey: 
coln’s inn 


at, Lig 
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, William, Hoyland Nether, York, Farmer. May 17. Barbery 
‘Wood, V.C. Hall. Badger, Rotherham 
Clark, wien. Eagle Brewery, Wellclose sq. June 1. Ardley v 
Thomas, V.C. Hail. Miller, Moorgate st 
Cooper, Frederick, Fulneck Pudsey, York, Worsted Manufacturer. 
$1. Cooper v Cooper, V.C. alins. Smith, Birstall 
Dredge, Frances, Wallington, Surrey. May 24. Hughes v Hughes, 


Re 
PP ny George, Battersea park rd, Corn Dealer. May 26. Wright v 
Eves, V.C. Hall. Batt, Gray’s inn sq 


Creditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Tuxspay, April 17, 1877, 
pam King’s Arms yard, Gent. June. Gatliff, Finsbury 


punbridge, Thomas, Kirkandrews-on-Eden, Cumberland, Farmer. 
June Mounsey, Carlisle 

Banks, foun Sladen Marsh, Alkham, Kent, Esq. May 31. Stilwell, 
Dove 


ones, John, Nottingham, Gent. July 1. Parsons, Nottingham 
William, East Tremollett, Cornwall, Yeoman. May 19. 

le and Cowlard, Launceston 

Cox, Mary, Liverpool. April 30. Tyrer and Co, Liverpool 

Crowdy, James, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st, Solicitor. May 12. Crowdy 
and Son, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st 

Fox, Margaret, Redhill, Surrey. May 30. Cooke, Gray’s inn sq 
Greenfield, John Tyndale, Stanton Harcourt, Upper Norwood, Gaptain 
H.M.’s Royal Artillery. May 15. Jenkya, Lincoln’s inna flelds 

Greentree, Doveton Downes, Surbiton, Surrey, Esq. May 26. Flad- 
gate and Co, Craven st, Strand 

Hall, Susannah, Ely, Cambridge. May 24. Hall, Ely 

Hall, —— Eastbourne, Sussex, Gent. May li. Francis, Monu- 
ment yar 

garding, Henry, Kingscote, Gloucester, Carpenter. May 28. Fran- 
cillon, Dursley 

Hearn, William Thomas, Station rd, Woolwich, Licensed Victualler. 
May 31. Farnfield and Sampson, Queen Victoria st 

Horton, Frederick, High st, Whitechapel, Jeweller. June 1. Gatliff, 
Finsbury circus 

Hant, Mary Ann, Church terrace, Camberwell. Mayl. Schultz and 
Son, Souta sq, Gray’s inn 

Kay, John vty Rev Greatworth, Northampton, July 13. 
Rawson and Co, Leed 

— Hannah, Cambridge. May 26. Fetch and Jarrold, Cam- 


bridge 
King, Dorothy, Barrow-in-Furness. May 8. Taylor, Barrow-in-Fur- 


ness 

Iewin, Alexander Percival, Nesbit st, Homerton, Gent. June 1. 
Monckton and Co, Lincoln’s ian fields 

Marley, John Patton, Marske-by-the-Sea, York, Tailor. May 4, Stani- 
‘and, Middlesborough 

McGregor, Lucy Curoline, Ampthill sq, Hampstead rd. June 15. 
Collyer-Bristow and Co, Bedford row 

Morgan, Robert Brooke, Brighton, Sussex, Esq. May 14. Leman and 
Co, Lincoin’s inn fie'ds 

Myatt, Solomon, Abbots Bromley, Stafford, Blacksmith. May ll. 

jarduer and Sons, Rugeley 

Owen, William, West Derby, Lancashirs, Farmer. June 6. Radcliffe 
and Smith, Liverpool 

Phillip-on, Joun, Louth, Lincoln, Gent. June!. Bell, Lout 

Read, Thomas, Nether Whitacre, Warwick, Gent. June y Joseph 
Read, Bloomsbury, Birmingham 

Reynolds, Joseph William, Gloucester st, Pimlico, Gent. June 4, 

ers, Victeria st, Westminster 
Round, John, Shatfeld, Gent. June 25, Fretson and Son, Sheffield 
Saxon, "George, Lime Ste May 31. Argles and Rawlins, Gracechurch 


at 
Sewell, John, Halstead, Essex, Ne May 12, Sewell and Edwards, 
Gresham House, Old Broad st 
Sewell, Thomas, Dover, Kent, Gent. May 9. Baker, Bedford row 
Stace, Joseph, Southampton, Surgeon. May 2. Goater, Southampton 
Swithenbank, Sarah, Mirfield, York. May 10. Turner, Mirfield 
—_ Edwin, Brisiol, Commercial Traveller, June 1. Miller, 


— oe, Ashelworth, Gloucester. May 3l. Bretherton and 
Son, Gloucester 

Taylor, James Eastwood, Whitworth, Lancashire, Surgeon, May 31. 
je and Co, Manchester 

ome Jane, Whitworth, Lancashire. May 31. Earle and Co, Man- 


Taylor, William, aaneet, Gloucester, Gent, May 31. Bretherton 

and Son, Glonceste: 
Joseph, Sheffield, Debt Collector. May 9. Binns, Sheffield 

ere, William, St Mary Church, Devon, Gent. June 17, Were and 
Peatehcot: Plymouth 

Wilkinson, Joe, ae. nr Huddersfield, Shopkeeper. May 14, 
‘Drake, Huddersfi 

Worrin, Thomas, Pritdew ell, Essex, Farmer. June 25. Postans and 
Landon, South sq, Gray’s inn 


Fripay, April 20, 1877. 
Badcock, Robert, Freemantle, Hauts, Gent. Jane 9, Hickman aod 
Son, ery 
ur, John Borthwick, Bournemouth, Hants, Doctor of Medicine. 
31, Wynne, Cornhill 
oo_ Charlotte Bridget, Hertford. May 23. Beachcroft and 
ompson, King’s rd, Bedford row 
wr John, Kingaton-upon-Hull, Accountant. Augl. Middlemiss 
Dater, Edward, Llangoed Castle, Brecon, Clerk Li] 
‘ieahuret and Sonn Guan ae » Clerk in Holy Orders, June 
Ourk, John, Woolwich, Gent. June 2. Pidcock, Woolwich 
Clark, Catterine, Demy terrace, West Croydon. May 30. Morgan 


eS. Gas Tottenham. June5. Rumney, Enfield 
oat dward, Leicester, Gent, July 19. Salusbury, Leicester 
James sige’ Deptford, Kent, Pawnbroker. May ‘ts. Lock- 
“os opened pe 





Elleray, Comm, Heathwaite, Westmoreland, Yeoman. June 18. 
ermer 
Evans, —_. sen, Macclesfield, Cheshire, Gent. June 1. Hand, 


Gover, Henry, Courtlands, Somerset, Barrister-at-Law. May 31. 
Parker and 60, St Paul’s churchyard 

Haines, Riohard, West Bromwich, Stafford, Coal Master. June 1. 
Duignan and Co, Walsall 

Hallett, John Matthews, Hewood, Dorsetshire, Carpenter. June 1. 
Dommett and Canning, Chard 

Harrison, Skill Benjamin, Kingston-upon-Hall, Ship Chandler’s Fore- 
man, July 1, Middlemiss and Pearce, Hull 

a Va, High st, Woolwich. May 31. Whale, Furnival’s 


Jeakson, George, Stratford, Essex, Licensed Victualler. May 26. 
Buckland, Bishopsgate st within 

Lavie, Tudor, Colville sq, Bayswater, Colonel Indian Artillery. June 
1. Rogers and Co, Queen Anne’s gate, Westminster 

Lyons, Sarah, Fairclough st, Batty st, Commercial rd east. May 18, 
Chapman, Basinghal 1 si! 

Hannah, Heath-aad-Reach, Bedford. June 6. Newton, 

Leighton Buzzard - 

Manning, William, Heath-and-Reach, Farmer. June 6. Newton, 
Leighton Buzzard 

ba A James, Radford, Nottingham, Gent. May 29. Watson and 

worth, Nettingham 
Rickards, Gesrge Holding, Piccadilly, Distiller. June 1. Capron and 
0, Sa 

Ridgway, Mark William, Sydenham, Kent, Wine Merchant, May 31. 
Kingsford and Co, Essex st, Strand 

Robinson, William, Westbere’ House, Kent, Esq. May 15. Farrer and 
Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Ramsey, Andrew Burbridge, Whittington place, Highgate hill, Upper 
Holloway, Gent. May 16. Emmet and Son, Bloomsbury 74, 

ne, Charles, Kew green, Surrey, Victualler. May 30: Berkeley 
and Calcott, Lincoln's inn fields 

= John, Knighton, Wilts, Farmer. May 31. Wilson and Co, Salis- 


smith. Richard, Edgbaston, Warwick, Gent. May 31. Wood and Son, 
Birmingham 

Spearman, Robert Reay, Heddon, Northumberland, Esq. June 1. 
Gibson, Hexham 

Stevenson, Jane, Dartmouth place, Blackheath. Junel. Pitman and 
Lane, Nicholas lane 

Stringer, Frances, Tulse hill; Brixton. June 30. Arkcoll and Co, 
Tooley st, Southwark 

_—— Sarah, Lake Lock, Stanley, York, Market Gardener. June 1. 

urner, Rothwell 

Thorne, Eliseus, Worcester pee Surrey, Warehouseman. May 31. 
Barnard, Westminster bridge rd 

Unwin, Richard, Golden hill, Oldcott, Stafford, Shopkeeper, Mhy 12, 
Turner, Newcastle-under-Lyme 

Whitfeild, Henry Wase, Dover, Kent, Lieut Gen H.M.’s Army. June 
1. Robins and Peters, Basinghall at 

Wingfield, Adriana Louisa, Chepstow villas, Bayswater. May 24. 
Willoughby, Lancaster place, Strand 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, April 27, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in Loudon. 
ay Edward, Fore st, Furrier. Pet April23. Brougham: May 8 
a 


t 
Dodwell, Robert Valentine, Leadenhall st. Pet April 24. Hazlitt. 


May 9 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Adnams, William, Newbury, ea Corn Merchant. Pet April 25. 
Pinniger. Newbury, May 11 a 

Carter, Giles, Barnstaple, Plumber. Pet April 20. Bencraft. Barn- 
staple, May 11 at 12 

FitzPatrick, J H ? » Tanbridge Wells, Kent, Pet April 20, 
Cripps. Tunbridge Wells, May 9 at 3 

Gilbert, James, and Margaret Gilbert, Nutley, Sussex, out of business. 
Pet April 25. Blaker. Lewes, May 9at 12 

Hacon, Martha, Acle, Norfolk, Farmer. Pet April 9. Cooke. 
Nerwich, May 10 at 3,30 

Jacobs, James, Portsea, a Outfitter. Pet April 25. Howard. 
Portsmouth, May 14 at 1 

Jenkins, Leoline Cook, Northteld, Worcester, Farmer. Pet April 23. 
Cole. Birmingham, May 9 at 2 

Kendajl, Henry, Dalton-in-Furness, Mining Captain. Pet April 25. 
Postlethwaite. Ulverston, May 16 at 10 

Mackay, Thomas Gardner, Pontcysyllte, Denbigh, Iron Manufacturer. 
Pet April 23. Reid. Wrexham, May 14 at 3 

Potts, erie Reepham, Norfolk. Pet April 9. Cooke. Norwich, 
May 10 at 

Smith, bad Heavens, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Solicitor. Pet April 
23. Gale. Cheltenham, May 16 at ll 


STorspay, May 1, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
fo Surrender in London. 
Jary, Eldred, Brushfield st, Bishopsgate, Manager to a Baker. Pet 
April 27, Keene. May 14 at 12 


To Surrender in the Country. 
ey Tn Samuel, and Elijah Baxter, Kidsgrove, Stafford, Grocers. Pet 
April 24. Tennant. Hanley, May 8 as 11.30 
Grant William, Henley-in-Arden, Warwick, Victualler. Pet April 26. 
Campbell, Warwick, May 12 at 3 
Hardy, Coaritt, Cardiff, Innkeeper, Pet April27. Langley. Oar- 
ay 15 atl 
Hewlett, John Samuel, Cinderford, ey oe Boot Dealer. Pet April 
26. Riddiford. Gloucester, May lt 
Holm, Francis, Pe » Cornwall, stipwright. Pet April 25. Paul. 
Truro, May 12 at 1.30 
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Lawton, Seth, Beckpool Fold, Lancashire, Restaurant Keeper. Pet 
April26. Lister. Manchester, May 14 at 10,30 
Mould, George, Peterborough, Northampton, Builder. Pat April 28. 
Gaches. Peterborough, May 19 at it 
Smallpeice, George Molineux, Folkestone,Gent. Pet April 27. Furley. 
Canterbury, May 18 at 2.30 
Tomlinson, Charles, Bradford, Machina Broker. Pet April 27. Robin- 
son. Bradford, May 15 at 9 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Faipay, April 27, 1877. 
Dodman, Harriett, Southampton, no occupation. April 24 
Evans, Thomas, Rossett, Denbigh, Butcher. March 2t 
Tuespay, May 1, 1877. 
Jones, Thomas, Roath, Glamorgan, Grocer, April 25 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 


Fripay, April 27, 1877. 
Anstruther, John Newdigate, Maidenhead, Berks, Gent. 
at the Great Western Hotel, Praed st, Paddington. 
Maidenhead 
Aston, Edwin, Dennis park, Stafford, Colliery Manager. May 8 at 
10,30 at offices of Wall, Union chambers, Stourbridge 
Atkinson, David, Wick rd, South Hackney, Baker. May 7at 4 at the 
© Buck’s Head, Chiltern st, Bethnai green rd 
Bateson, Henry James, Barrow-in-Furness, Grocer. May 10 at 2 at 
the Sun Hotel, Church st, Barrow-in-Furness. Simms, Sarrow-in- 
Furness 
Bennett, James, Walton-le-Dale, Lancashire, Coal Merchant.. May 9 
at 3 at offices of Forshaw, Cannon st, Preston 
Bennett, Joseph, Kidderminster, Coal Dealer. 
Talbot, Church st, Kidderminster 
Bowen, Joseph, Normacott, Stafford, Commission Agent. May 8 at 2 
at offices of Challinor, Cheapside, Hanley 
Boyce, Oscar, Seven Sisters’ rd, Holloway, Hairdresser. May 21 at 3 
at the Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. Denny, Coleman st 
Brown, Samuel Girdler, Kingston, Surrey, General Snop Keepsr. May 
1l at 2 at the Albion Hotel, Woking Station. Fenton, Highgate 
Brumby, William Ingleby, Manby, Lincoln, Farmer. May 10 at 11 at 
offices of Sharpley, Louth 
Burnoup, James Morison, Clement’s lane, M>rchant. 
the Cannon st Hotel. Webb, Ausiinfriars 
Butler, Francis William, Stamford st, Blackfriars, Carver. May 9 at 2 
at145, Cheapside Robinson, Christchurch passage, Newgate st 
Bye, John, and Thomas Bye, Rristol, Drapers. May 8 at! at the 
Cannon st Hotel. Brittan and Co, Bristol 
Carmichael, William Henry, Kingston-upon-Hull, Hairdresser. 
7at 3 at ofSces of Summers, Manor st, Kingston-upon-Hall 
Casswill, Thomas, Thoraohill, York, Grocer. May 11 at3 at otfices o f 
Badger, Compton chambers, Rotherham 
Chambers, James, Consett, Durham, Publican, May 10 at 12 at offices 
of Oliver and Co, Quayside, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Chambers, John Arnold, Grange st, Hoxton, Cabinet Maker. May 14 
at 3 at offices of Ta and Jaquet, South st, Finsbury si 


May (8 at il 
Britton, 


May 9 at 3 at offices of 


May 10 at 3 at 


May 


”q 
Cokayne, James, Stapleford, Nottingham, Chemist. May il at 12 at 
offices of Acton, Victoria st, Nottingham 
Cottle, William, Roath, Glamorgan, Market Gardener. May 7 at 11 
at offices of Morgan and Scott, High st, Cardiff 


Cracknell, William, Diss, Norfolk, Tailor. 
Pollard, St Lawrence st, Ipswich 
Conway, Thomas, Birkenhead, Tallow Ohandler. 
offices of Sebright and Co, Clayton sq, Liverpool 
Coxwell, John Edward, Lee, Kent, Solicitor. May 8 at 11 at offices 
of Scard and Son, Gracechurch st 
Croft, Joseph, Sheffield, Tailor. May 4 at 3 at offices of Broomhead 
and Co, Bank chambers, George st, Sheffield 
May 7 at 


May 18 at2 at offices of 
May 10 at 12 at 


May 10 at 11 at 


May 8 at 3 at offices of 


Crossiand, Jeremiah, Middlesberough, Brick Manufacturer. 
11 at offices of Addenbrooke, Zetland rd, Middiesborough 

Cummings, William, Durham, Grocer. May 12at 2 at offices ot Hope, 
Norfolk st, Sunderland 

Dimmack, Alfred, Bilston, Stafford, Metal Dealer. 
offices of Barrow, Qaeen st, Wolverhampton 

Drury, Alfred, Kingston-upon-Hall, Joiner. May 14 at3 at offices of 
Torry, Cogan’s chambers, Bowlalley lane, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Evans, David, and Henry Chalinder Evans, Swansea, Colliery Pro- 
prietors. May 14 at II at offices of Howell, Stepney st, Llanelly 

Foley, Charles Henry, Bristol, Builder. May 11 at 2 at offices of Clarke, 
Bristol chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol 

Fox, Enoch, Riddings, Derby, Boot Manufacturer. May 14 at 12 at 
offices of Black, Low pavement, Nottingham 

Godfrey, Valentine William, Sywell, Northampton, Farmer. May 9 
at 12 at offices of Jeffery, Newland, Northampton 

Goodison, George, Leeds, Brush Manufacturer. May 15 at 3 at offices 
of Teale and Appleton, Trinity st, Leeds 

Griffin, Thomas Barnard, Liverpool, Olothier. May 11 at 2 at offices 
of Brabner and Court, North John st, Liverpool 

Hadwen, John Russell, Batley Carr, York, Grocer. May (5 at 10.30 
at offices of Ridgway and Ridgway, Wellington st, Batley 

Hamblin, Eliza, Kilmersdon, Somerset, Shopkeepar. May 9 at 3 at 
offices of Dunn and Payne, King st, Frome 

Hammersley, John, Hanley, Pawabroker. 
Lawrence, Cheapsids, Hanley 

Harries, David, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Butter Merchant. May 
7 at 1.30 at offices of Simons and Plews, Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Hastings, Robert, and Robert Harry Hastings, Stroud, Gloucester, 
Woollen Cloth Mannfacturers. May 9 at 3 at the George Hotel, 
Huddersfield. Heelas, Stroud 

Hayden, William, Carnarvon, Organist. May 15 at 11 at offices of 

illiams, Porth-yr-Aur 

Hill, Henry, Hays Kaoll, Wilts, Farmer. May 8 at 11 at the Bell Hotel 
Swindon. Lovett, Cricklade ’ 

Hodgson, John, Bradford, Engineer. May 9 at 4 at offices of Atkinsor, 
Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Hogg, John, West Bromwich, Stafford, Boot Manufacturer. May 14 
at 11 at offices of Rowley, New st, West Bromwich 

Horo, Charlies Walter, Newington butts, Wine Merchant. May 10 at 
4 at lili, Cheapside. Butcher, Bouverie st, Fleet st 





ener | 
Hook, William, Upwell, Cambridge, Farmer. May 10 at 12 at offices 
of Welchman and Carrick, Union place crescent, Wisbech 
Howden, George, Lincoln, Innkeeper. May 8 at 11 at offices of Page, 
jun, Flaxengate, Lincoln 
Howell, Alfred, Houndsditch, Warehouseman, 
Cheapside. Gowing and Mandale, Coleman st 
Hunt, Charles Thomas, Hereford, Butcher. May 8 at 2 at the Graen 
Dragon Hotel, Broad st, Hereford. Boycott, Hereford 
Hurst, John Reed, and John Henry Hutchings, Liverpool, Biscuit 
Manufacturers. May 14 at 11 at offices of Ritson, Duke st, Liverpoo} 
James, Samuel, Warwick st, Regent st, Woollen Warehouseman, May 
14 at 3 at offices of Linklater and Co, Walbrook 
James, Samuel Henry, jun, Piymouth, Cabinet Maker. May lat 4 
at offices of Brian, Freemasons’ Hall, Cornwall st, Plymouth 
Jenkins, Richard, Swansea, Joiner. May 8 at 3 at offices of Smith and 
Co, Cambrian place, Swansea 
Jenkinson, Henry, Lincoln, Bootmaker, May 12 at 11 at offices of J ay,. 
Bank st, Lincoln. Page, jun, Lincoln 
Jobber, Abner, Willenhall, Stafford, Draper. 
Vaughan, Walsali st, Willenhall 
Johnson, George, Weelsby, Lincoln. May 9 at 12 at offices of 
Haddiesey and Haddlesey, Royal Dock chambers, Great Grimsby 
Jones, John William, Talybont, Carnarvon, Draper. May 10 at 12a¢ 
the Castle Hotel, Conway, James, Llanrwst 
Jones, Thomas, Liverpool, Draper. May 8 at 3 at offices of Barrell and 
Rodway, Commerce court, Lord st, Liverpool 
King, Oswald Montague, Thundersley, Essex, Farmer. May 11 at lt 
at the King’s Head Inn, Roehford. Wood and Son, Rochford 
Kossak, Henry, South Shields, Durham, Olothier. May 7 at 3 at 
offices of Turner, Collingwood st, Newcastle-npon-T yne 
Lambert, Bennet, Necton, Norfolk, no ccupation. May 9 at lI at: 
offices of Wright and Barton, East Dereham 
Lamboorn, William, Bainton, Oxford, Farmer. May 15 at 11 at offices 
of Mallam, High st, Oxford 
Lane, George, Worcester, Horse Dealer. ' May 7 at 12 at offices of 
Corbett, Avenue House, The Cross, Worces er 
Leigh, George, Macclesfield, Cheshire, Saddler. May 14 at3 at the 
George Hotel, Jordangate, Macclesfield. Parrott and Co 
Lewis, Edward Dillon, Great Marlborough st, Solicitor, May 12 at 12 
at offices of Apps, South sq. Gray’s inn 
Llewellyo, Edmund, Nelson, Llanvabon, Glamorgan, Grocer. May 12 
at 11.30 at the Cardiff Arms Hotel, Cardiff. Thomas, Pontypridd 
Long, David, Grove vale, East Dulwich, Coal Merchint. May 17 at 
12 at otfces of Shubrook and Co, Gracechure st. Courtenay and 
Croome, Gracechurch st 
Lupton, John, York, Coal Hawker. May 15 at 1 at offices of Wilkinson, 
St Helen’s sq, York 
Maddick, George, sen, Catherine st, Strand, Printer. May 7 at 2 at the 
— Tavern, Devereux court, Temple. Davis, Arundel st, 
tran 
Maidment, George, Doncaster, York, Joiner. May 9 at 11 at offices of 
Peagam, Baxter gate, Doncaster 
Maddison, Thomas, Waterloo Blyth, Northumberland, Isspector of 
Nuisances. May 11! at 2 at offices of Joels, Newgate st, Newcastle- 


upon-Tyne 
Mann, Edwin, Hove, Sussex, Hair Dresser. May 9 at 3 at offices of 
May 8 


Cockburn, Duke st, Brighton 

Markwald, Marcus, Kingston-upon-Hull, Hat Manufacturer. 
at 2 at the Moseley Arms, Market st, Manchester. Laverack, Hull 

Maycock, Alfred Charles, Smethwick, Stafford, Grocer. May 10 at it 
at the Union Hots!, Union st, Birmingham, Shakespeare, Oldbury 

McKenney, John, and Charles Osborne, Barnsley, York, Tailors. May 
14 at 11 at offices of Senior, Regent st, Barnsley 

Minnitt, John Earp, Nottiagham, Lace Manufacturer. May 1! at 1? 
at the George Hotel, George st, Nottingham. Thorpos and Thorps, 
Nottingham 

Oldfield, William, Attercliffe, York, Cabinet Maker. May 10 at 3 at 1, 
Gresham buildings, Basinghall st. Lockyer, Gresham buildings 

Pecover, Edward, Reading, Berks, Tailor. May 9 at 8 at offices of 
Elkins, Forbury, Reading 

lickersgill, Joseph, Leeds, Boot Manufacturer. May 10 at 12 at offices: 
of Rooke and Midgley, White Horse st, Boar Jane, Leeds 

Pitman, Si'as, Bristol, Boot Manufacturer. May 9 at 2 at offices of 
Sibly, Exchange west, Bristol 

Ravenscroft, George Henry Octavius, Dover, Jeweller. May 11 at 12 
at offices of Worsfold and Co, Queen Victoria st. Mowll, Dover 

Rawnsley, Edward, and Samuel Scholefield, Bradford, York, Stuff 
Manufacturers. May 7 at 11.15 at offices of Watson and Dickons, 
Victoria chambers, Market st, Bradford 

Rawson, Rovert, Porth, Cornwall, Gent. May 9 at 12 at offices of 
Dobell, jun, Quay st, Truro 

Ripley, Dan, George Tindle, Alfred Rhodes Pearson, and Albort Ripley, 
Bradford, York, Worsted Spinners. May 9 at 11 at offices of Watsom. 
and Dickons, Victoria chambers, Market st, Bradford 

Rolston, Robert, Liverpool, Clogger, May 12 at 11 at offices of Lowe, 
Castle st, Liverpool 

Round, William, Kingswinford, Stafford, Grocer. May 11 at 11 at 
offices of Clulow, High at, Brierley hill 

Sage, David, Aberaman, Glamorgan, Beerhouse Keeper. May 12 at- 
11 at offices of Phillips, Canon st, Aberdare 

Samuel, William, Aberystwith, Cardigan, Shoemaker. May 8 at 1} 
at 29, Litdle Darkgate st, Aberystwith. Samuel 

Shapley, George Thomas, St Thomas, Devon, Dairyman. May 9 at 
3.15 at offices of Friend, Post Office chambers, Exeter 

Shepherd, Robert, Wimbledon, Surrey, Draper. May 14 at 3 at offices 

Moore, Bedford row 

Smith, John, a Innkeeper. May 21 at 10 at offices of Thomas, 
White Lion st, Tenby 

Swithenbank, Jarvis, Bradford, York, Draper. May 10 at 4 at offices. 
of Atkinson, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Sollory, William, Nottingham, out of business, May 16 at 12 at 14, 
Low peep Nottingham, B 

bert, and George Spink, Redcar, York, Grocers. May 9 at ih 

at offices of Addenbrooke, Zetland rd, Mi 

Sutton, Frederick; Brook End Farm, Kem Worcester, Farmer. 
May 8 at 11 at offices of Kuott, Foregate st, Worcester 

Swindells, Joseph, Hyde, Chesh Hat. Manafacturer, May 11 at 12 
at offices of Hibbert, Clarendon. place, Hyde 


May 14 at 2at 1u,. 


May 9 at 11 at offices of 
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Thynne, John Frederick, Tavistock, Devon, Professor of Music. May 9 
at 12 at offices of Bridgman, Church lane, Tavistock 
Tighe, John Joseph, Fountain court, Aldermanbury, Stay Manufac- 
turer. May 16 at 3 at offices of Lumley and Lumley, Old Jowry 
am bers 
Big Samuél Bardsley, Stalybridge, Lancashire, ~ eg, May 9 at 
$ at the Commercial Inn, Melbourne st, Stalybridgs. Buckley and 
Miller, Stalybridge j 
rimming, William Henry, Commercial rd, Peckham, Waiter. May 
12 at 4 at offices of May, Princes st, Spitalfields 
Waghorn, James, Eastbourne, Sussex, Buider. May 14 at 11 at the 
Bear Hotel, Cliffe, Lewes. Hillman 
Ward, Thomas, Portobello, Stafford, Contractor. May 10 at 11 at 
offices of Vaughan, Walsall st, Willenhall 
Welaby, Samuel, Warrington, Lancashire, Jeweller. May 10 at 3 at 
offices of Davies and Brook, Market place, Warrington 
Weston, Stephen, Heolfach, nr Ystrad, Labourer. May 9 at 12.30 at 
the Public Hall Offices, Treherbert. Howells, Treherbert 
Whaites, Hannah, St Leonards-on-Sea, Sussex, Lodging House Keeper. 
May 14 at 12 at offices of Meadows and Elliott, Havelock rd, Hastings 
Wilkinson, Martin, Frizington, Cumberland, Grocer. May 15 at 3 at 
offices of McKelvie, Sandhills lane, Whitehaven 
Williamson, James, Biackpool, Lancashire, Tailor. May 14 at 11 at 
offices of Rowley and Co, Clarence buildings, Booth st, Manchester 
Wolstenholme, John, sen, Bury, Lancashire, Draggist. May 16 at 2 
at the Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Watson, Bury 
Wood, Thomas John, Ripon, Grocer. May 17 at 1 at offices of Coppin 
and Dent, Low Skellgate, Ripon 
Wyatt, John, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, General Draper. 
Tat 12at 8, York st, Manchester. Tennant, Hauley j y 


Torspay, May 1, 1877. 


Addey, Thomas, Cudworth, York, Shopkeeper. May 14 at 11 at the 
Coach and Horses Hotel, Barnsley. Gray, Barnsley 
Allbutt, George Ernest, Birmingham, Draper. May 14 at 12 at offices 
Wood and Son, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Allen, John, Winslow, Buckingham, Shoemaker. May 11 at 11 at 
offices of Munton and Stockton, High st, Banbury 
Anstey, Samuel, Newton Abbot, Devon, Glass Dealer, May 17 at 1 
at the Bude Haven Hotel, Sidwell st, Exeter, Creed, Newton Abbot 
Armstrong, John, Haltwhistle, Northumberland, Builder, May 21 at 
2 at offices of Carrick and Co, Haltwhistle 
Auld, Josiah, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. May 15 at 2 at offices 
of Garbutt, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Bainbridge, John, West Hartlepool, Durham, out of business. May 16 
at 3 at offices of Wilson, Church st, West Hartlepool 
Barron, William, Kingston-upon-Hull, Grocer. May 10 at 12 at 
offices of Cross, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hull 
amin, Solomon, Commereial rd east, Wholesale Clothier, May 14 
at 8 at offices of Barnett, Palmerston buildings, Old Broad st 
Bennett, John, Worcester, Shopkeeper. May 9 at 11 at offices of 
Tree, The Avenue, Cross, Worcester 
Berridge, William, Leicester, Tailor. 
and Co, Friar lane, Leicester 
Blackabey, Charles, anu Ezra Blackabey, Cornwall rd, Notting hill, 
Straw Manufacturers. May 10 at 2 at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, 
Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. Hicks, London wall 
Blackburn, Henry, Wallington, Surrey, Gent. May 9 at 12 at offices of 
Chester and Co, Staple inn, Holborn 
Bosley, John, Huntington Farm, Hereford, Farmer. May 17 at 10 at 
offces of James and Bodenham, St Peter st, Hereford 
Brassington, Henry, Cheddleton Grange, out of business. May 14 at 
2 at offices of Challinor and Company, Derby st, Leek. Shaw, Leek 
Brayshaw, William, Chesterfield, Derby, Plumber. May 14 at 12 at 
the Star Hotel, Market place, Chesterfield, Black 
Browne, Charles Frederick, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Draper. May 18 at 
12 at offices of Emerson, Rampant Horse st, Norwich 
Cable, Wesley Caleb, Aberyschan, Mon, Shoemaker. May 14 at 11 
at offices of Morgan, Commercial st, Pontypool 
head, Normand Yule, Coleman st, Commission Agent. May 16 
at 2 at offices of Shearmah, Gresham st 
Carne, George, Liverpool, Marine Store Dealer. May 21 at 12 at 
offices of Carruthers, Clayton sq, Liverpool 
Cheetham, Sydney, Oldham, Lancashire, Builder. May 16 at 3 at offices 
of Buckley and Clegg, Clegg st, Oldham 
Olark, John, Obesterfield, Derby, Confectioner. May 14 at 12 at offices 
= setters and Co, Knifesmith gate, Chesterfield. Swaffield, Chester- 


Clayton, William, Joseph Stott, Thomas Suthers, and William Gibson, 
Todmorden, Lancashire, Joiners, May !4 at 11.30 at the Mitre 
Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester. Craven, Todmorden 

r, Robert, Caiver, Derby, Licensed Victualler. May 14 at 1 at 
the County Hotel, Derby. Broomhead, Bakewell 

Collier, Sydney, Roupell st, Blackfriars rd, Feather Merchant. May 
8 at 2 at offices of Chidley, Old Jewry 

Cooke, Jonathan, Southport, Lancashire, Joiner. May 15 at 2 at the 
Hoghton Arms Hotel, Hoghton st, Southport, Parkinson, Liverpool 

raft, George, Great Missenden, Buckingham, Farmer. May 26 at 2 
fe offices of Reader and Sons’, Temple st, Aylesbury. Reader, Gray’s 


8q 
Daniel, James William, Birmingham, Baker. May 16 at 11 at offices of 
Solomon, Ann st, Birmingham 
vies, George, and David Davies, Liandilofawr, Carmarthen, Deal 
Merchants. May 18 at 11 at the Half Moon Hotel, Liandilofawr. 


eg 
Davies, Thomas, Penryn, Cardigan, Farmer. May 11 at 11 at offices 
of Evans, Queen st, Carmarthen 
, Benjamin Darke, Crown buildings, Crown court, Old Broad st, 
tioner. May 11 at 3 at offices of Andrews and Mason, Ironmonger 
lane. Emmott, Budge row 
Dean, Nicholas, Stockton, Durham, Builder. May 10 at 2 at offices of 
Best, St John’s rd, Stockton 
, Joseph, Bradford, York, Builder. May 10 at2 at offices of 
Berry and Robinson, Cherles st, Bradford 
» Henry, Sheffield, Merchant. May 14 at 2.30 at rooms of 
court, High st, Sheffield. Watson and Esam 
Field, » Birmingham, Spoon Manufacturer. May 5 at 10.15 at 
offices of Bast, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 


May 


May 14 at 3 at offices of Fowler 





Foord, Georgiana, and Harry Harpur Stickings, Ashford, Kent, 
Auctioneers. May 16 at 3 at offices of Duncan and Co, Bloomsbury 
sq. Hallet and Co 

Freeman, George, Leicester, Grocer. May 16 at 1 at offices of Wright, 
Beivoir st, Leicester 

Froggatt, Thomas, Dudley, Worcester, Auctioneer. May 15 at 11 at 
offices 2f Tinsley, Prisry st, Dadley 

Fruh, Paul Ernst, Harrogate, York, Fancy Dealer, May 17 at 3 at 
oftices of Turner, Park sq, Leeds 

Garland, Henry James, Bath, Carpenter. May 14‘at 11 at offices of 
Bartrum, Northumberland buildings, Bath 

Gay, John Charles, Richmond, Surrey, Tea Merchant. May 14 at 12 
at the Salutation Tavern, Newgate st. Knox, Newgate st 

Hague, Joseph, Moss Side, nr Manchester, Builder. May 14 at 3 at 
offices of Bond and Son, Dickinson st, Manchester 

Hill, Mary Ann, James st, Old st, Trimming Manufacturer. May 16 
at 2 at 145, Cheapside. Nethersole 

Hopkinson, John, and John Tingle Hopkinson, Troway, Eckington, 
Derby, Nurseryman, May 12 at 12 at offices of Patteson, Queen st, 
Sheffield 

Horne, William, Lexden Villa, Harlesden, Builder. May 15 at 12 at 
offices of Allingham, Old Broad st 

Horsfield, John, and Alfred Wilman, Savile Town, York, Woollen 
Manufacturers. May 17 at 2 at the Wellington Hotel, Dewsbury. 
Scholes and Son, Dewsbury 

Horton, Jacob Henry, Birmingham, Butcher. May 17 at 3 at offices of 
Rowlands and Bagnall, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Hudson, George, Lockington, York, Farmer. May 14 at 1 at offices of 
Bainton, Lair gate, Beverley 

Humphries, James, Staverton, Gloucester, Beerhouse Keeper. May 
12 at 11 at offices of Pruen, Regent st, Cheltenham 

Hutwood, William, Ipswich, Suffolk, Coach Builder. May 19 at 3 at 
Pearce’s Rooms, Prince’s st, Ipswich. Hill, Ipswich 

Hutchinson, Wotton, Canterbury, Horse Dealer. May 14 at 2 at the 
Fleur-de-Lis Hotel, Canterbury. Minter, Folkestone 

Hyde, William, Worcester, Butcher, May 15 at 12 at offices of 
Bentley, Foregate st, Worcester 

Jackson, Jghn, Sheffield, Coal Merchant. May 11 at. 4 at offices of 
Gee, Fig Tree lane, Sheffield. Binns, Sheffield 

Jackson, Thomas Charles, and George Kerman Jackson, Rotherham, 
York, Fruiterers. May 16 at 12 at offices of Weir, Church st, 
Rotherham, Evans, Rotherham 

James, Frederick, Wathen Margetts, and Job Brookes, Woodlands, 
Mills, nr Stroud, Ropes Manufacturers. May 15 at 11 at the Bell 
Hotel, Southgate st, Gloucester. Kearsey and Parsons, Stroud 

Johns, Thomas Henry, Brynmawr, Brecon, out of business. May 14 


‘: S A at offices of Tribe and Cv, High st, Newport, Mon. Shepard, 

redegar 

Johneon, George, Weelsby, Lincoln, Builder. May 9 at 12 at offices of 
Haddelsey and Haddelsey, Royal Dock chambers, Great Grimsby 

Jones, Benjimin, Sheffield, out of business. May 16 at 11 at offices of 
Binney and Sons, Queen st chambers, Sheffield 

Jones, Walter, Shirley, Surrey,Carman, May 1! at 4.30 at the Grey- 
hound Hotel, High st, Croydon. Carpenter, Trafalgar sq 

Jopling, Joseph, Vauxhall walk, Lambeth, Builder. May 17 at 2 at 
the Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. Sweeting, Southampton ss, 
Holborn 

Keen, James, Beighton, Derby, Contractor. May 8 at 12 at offices of 
Patteson, Queen st, Sheffield 

Kitchen, Thomas, High st, Southwark, Hop Merchant, May 17 at 2 
atthe Cannon st Hotel. Sole and Co, Aledrmanbury 

Knight, William, High st, Putney, Builder. May 14 at 11 at offices of 
Haynes and Sons, Grecian chambers, Devereux court, Temple 

Kosmann, Abraham, Bloomsbury place, Merchant. May 24 at 3 at 
the Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn. Lewis and Lewis, Ely 
place 

Leake, William, Melton Mowbray, Leicester, Grocer. May 16 at 11 at 
offices of Barker, Leicester st, Melton Mowbray 

Lemon, Lemon, Derrick st, Rotherhithe, Clothier. May 23 at2 at 
Oftices of Swaine, Cheapside 

Livesey, Robert, Nottingham, Screw Manufacturer. May 15 at tl at 
14, Low pavement, Nottingham. Black 

— Isaac, Castleford, York, Builder. May 9 at 4.30 at the Queen 

otel, 

Martiv, James William, Botcherby, Cumberland, Law Clerk. May 14 
at 3 at 3, Carruthers court, Scotch st, Carlisle. Wannop 

McCue, Andrew, Birmingham, Brass Founder. May 5 at 11.15 at 
offices of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Merrills, William, Doncaster, York, Fishmonger. May 12 at 11 at 
offices of Hodgsen, Bank st, Sheffield 

Methven, George Cruickshank, Manchester, Linen Merchant. May 14 


at3 at the Falstaff Hote), Market place, Manchester, Ward, Man- 
chester 

Mobbs, William Adcock, Towcester, Northampton, Butcher. May 16 
at 2 at offices of Sheppard, Towcester 

Moors, Alfred William, Landport, Hants, Grocer. May 18 at 4at 
officesot King, North st, Portsea 

Morris, John, Norwich, Tailor. May 23 at 11 at offices of Winter and 
Francis, St Giles st, Norwich 

Mountford, David, Birmingham, Engineer. May 14 at 3 at offices of 
Wright and Marshall, Town Hall chambers, New st, Birmingham 

Nash, Richard, Birmingham, Baker. May 11 at 3 at offices of Jaques, 
Cherry st, Birmingham 

Newbery, John, Bathpool, Somerset, Merchant. May, 14 at 11 at offices 
of Kite, East st, Taunton 

Nicholson, Archibald, Liverpool, Draper. May I5at 2 at offices of 
Lawrence and Dixon, Lord st, Liverpool 

Oates, Joseph, Bradford, Fish Salesman. May 14 at 3 at offices of 

udson, Queensgate, Bradford 

Painter, William Thomas, Deddington, Oxford, no occupation. May 18 
at 2 at the Clarendon Hotel, Corn Market st, Oxford. Burton, 
Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st 

Pare, Charles Henry, Aston, Warwick, Jeweller. May 14 at 3 at offices 
of Wood and Son, Waterloo st, Birmiagham 

Patteson, John, Stafford, Shoe Manufacturer. May 15 at 3 at the 
Three Tuns Inn, Goalgate st, Stafford. Twynam, Rageley 

Pitt, William Alfred, Grayland’s rd, Peckham, Oommercial Clerk . 

ay 9at 3 at offices of Cooper, Chancery lane, 
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Porritt, George, and John Platts Bedford,Cleckheaton, York, Flannel 
Manufacturers. May 16 at 10 at the George Hotel, Cleckheaton. 
Carr and Cadman, Cleckheaton 

Ratcliffe, Edward Warneford, Eardisland Mill, Hereford, Miller. May 
17 at 12 at offices of White, Corn sq, Leominster 

Restall, James, Portsea, Hants, Pork Buicher. May 10 at 4 atoffices 
of King, Nerth st, Portsea 

Rogers, Andrew Richard, Great Western rd, Paddington, Oilman. 
May 12 at 2 at 11, John et, Bedford row. Drew 

Rogers, Philip, Stone, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. May 15 at 2 at 
the Crown Hote}, Stone, Welch, Longton 

Ruscol, Joseph, Sedgley, Stafford, Carter. May 18 at 3 at offices of 
Bowen, Mount Pleasant, Bilston 

Shaw, Edwin, Millbridge, York, Bobbin Turner. May 15 at 2 at offices 
of Scholes and Son, Leeds rd, Dewsbury 

Sileock, Laurence, Warrington, Provision Dealer. May 16 at 12 at 
offices of Moore, Upper Bank st, Warrii a 

Smedley, Samuel, Nottingham, Painter. May 14 at 12 at offices of 
Parsons, Eldon chambers, Wheelergate, Nottingham 

mith, Charles, Leicester, Confectioner. May 16 at 3 at offices of 
Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester : 

Smith, Charles, and Matthew Edward Hiatt, Tarrington, Hereford, 
—— May 14 at 11 at the Imperial Hotel, Great Malvern. Piper, 

dabury 

Smith, Edwin, and Ellen Maria Tidcombe, Bath, Milliners. May 11 
at 11 at offices of Clark, Union st, Bath 

fiteward, Eli, Birmingham, Glass Dealer. May 14 at 10.15 at offices of 
East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Studdy, Henry William, Modena terrace, Westbourne park, no occu- 
pation. May 9 at 1 at offices of Burr, St Paul’s churchyard 

Thomas, Edwin, Llwyupid, Glamorgan, Builder. May 10 at 3 at offices 
of Alexander, St Mary st, Cardiff. Spencer,Cardiff 

Thompson, Thomas Heriot, Southport, Lancashire, Commission Agent. 
May 14 at 3 at offices of Threlfall, Lord st, Southport 

Thornton, John, Bourn, Lincoln, Innkeeper. May 16 at 10.30 at 
offices of Deacom and Wilkins, Cross st, Peterborough 

Truman, George, Birmingham, Fire Iron Manufacturer. May 7 at 12 
at offices of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Tuck, George, Byker, near Newcastieeupon-T'yne. May 16 at12 at 
offices of Taylor, Grey st, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 

Turner, Joseph, Swadlincote, Derby, out of business. May 14 at 12 at 
the White Hart Hotel, High st, Burton-on-Trent. Taylor, Bur- 

ton-on-Trent 

Vanner, George, Blandford Forum, Dorset, Carpenter. May 16 at 12 

at offices of Atkinson, Eastway House, Blandford 

Walker, Alfred, Macclesfield, Cheshire, Druggist. May 18 at 3at the 
Queen’s Hotel, Macclesfield. Parrott and Co 

Ward, Samuel, Willenhall, Stafford, Whitesmith. May 16 at 1 at 
offices of Baker, Walsall st, Willenhall 

‘Waters, John, Begelly Bottom, Pembroke, Grocer. May 12 at 2 at 
offices of Lascelles, Narberth 

Watts, George, Torquay, Devon, Carver, May 17 at 11 at the Half 
Moon Hotel, Exeter. . Francis and Baker, Newton Abbot 

White, Benjamin, Watlington, Oxford, Chair Turner, May 18 at 3 at 

& offices ot Rawson, Church eq, High Wycombe 

Williams, Frank, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Bootmaker, May 16 at3 at the 
Inns ef Court Hotel, Holborn, Urry 

Willis, John, Warden, nr Hexham, Northumberland, Miller. May 16 at 
16 at offices of Baty, Hexham 

Willmott, William, jun, Birmingham, Fancy Leather Case Manu- 
facturer. May 18 at 11 at offices of Ansell, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Wylam, Robson, Shiney row, Durham, Innkeeper. May 17 at 12 at 
offices of Pascoe, Collingwood st, Newcastle-u p on-Tyne 





WORKS BY SIR HENRY MAINE, 


NCIENT LAW: its Connection with the Early 
History of Society, and its Relation to Modern Ideas. By Sir 
H. SUMNER MAINE, K.C.8.I., LL.D., Corpus Professor of Juris. 
prudence in the University of Oxford, and Member of the Indian 
Council. Sixth Edition, 8svo, 12s. 
i . Sir Henry Maine’s admirable work on ‘ Ancient Law.’”—Grote’s 
*¢ Plato.’ ° 





MI the Same Author. 
ILLAGE COMMUNITIES in the EAST and 
WEST. Six Lectures delivered at Oxford. Third Edition, 
with Additional Addresses and Essays. 8vo, 12s. 
“In this work Sir Henry Maine brings to bear the materials which 
were not at hand, and the researches of which the result had not been 
made known when ‘ Ancient Law’ was written,”—* The Times,” 





III. 
L=ACIURES on the EARLY HISTORY of INSTI. 
TUTIONS. Second Edition. 8vo, 12s. 

*¢ A contribution of the highest value and interest, both to compara- 
tive jurisprudence and to the history of human society and civiliza- 
tion.”—“ Atheneum.” 

Joun Murray, Albemarle-street. 


With Portrait, 8vo, lis., 


EMOIR of JAMES SCARLETT, LORD 
ABINGER, Chief Barcn of H.M. Court of Exchequer, including 

a Fragment of his Autobiography and Selections from his Corre. 
pond and § h By the Hon, P. CAMPBELL SCARLETT, 


C.B. 

“ Sir James Scarlett, afterwards Lord Abinger, was one of the leading 
figures of the English bar at a time when that bar was strenger in dis- 
tinguished men than it ever was before, or than it has been since, He 
was a great lawyer and a most eloquent and successful pleader, and 
although he took a less prominent part in politics than did some of his 
forensic rivals, he made his mark in both Houses, 

“The volume is an interesting ono, but, contrary to the nsual rale, 
it would have gained much in value had it been extended to two 
volumes.”—** Standard.” 

Joun Murray, Albemarle-street. 








v 





This day, in 8vo, price 16s., 
A DIGEST of the CRIMINAL LAW (CRIMES 
tas ae a By Sir JAMES F. STEPHEN, 





By ths same Author, 
DIGEST of the LAW of EVIDENCE. Third 
Edition, with new Preface, crown 8vo, 6s. 
London : Macmitian & Co. 





Fourth Edition, price 3s, 6d., now ready, 


RACTICAL ADVICE to TESTATORS and 
EXECUTORS; containing much useful information as to Wills 
and Testamentary Documents; also indicating the Duties of an 
Executor; together with the Succession Duty Act and Tables. By 
WILLIAM PHIPPEN, Bath. 
London : Hamriton, Apams, & Co., 32, Paternoster-row. 





CAVE CANEM. 


POMPEIAN DOOR MATS. 


TRELOAR AND SONS, 


69, LUDGATE HILL, LONDON, E.C, 





PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his perfectly 
painless systema of adapting 
(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 


ARTIFICIAL TEETH sy ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamphlet Gratis and Post-free. 


ALKER’S CRYSTAL CASE WATCHES are 

superseding all others.—Prize Medals, London, 1862; Paris, 
1867. Gold from £15 15s.; Silver from £6 65.—68, Cornhill ; 230, 
Regent-street ; 76, Strand, 








fyXxHE POPULAR MONTHLY LAW TRACTS, 
Edited by JAMES BALL, will be published monthly, price 6d, ; 
commencing May, 1877. 
Printed and Published by C. Jaques, 30, Kenton-street, Blo :msbury; 
sold by Bcrrerwortus, Her Majesty’s Law Publisners, 7, Fleet- 
street, and all Booksellers. 





Now ready, price Five Shillings, 
LAW MAGAZINE and REVIEW and QUAR- 
TERLY DIGEST of all REPORTED CASES, 
No, CCXXIYV., for MAY, 1877. Oonrents; 
I. The International Jurisdiction of the Admiralty Court in Civil 
Matters. By Sir TRAVERS TWISS, D.C.L., Q.C. 
II. Law and Fact. By Mr. Justice MARKBY, 
III, The Late Lord Chief Justice Whiteside. 
IV. — of English Law. By ROBERT COLLIER, Barrister- 
at-Law. 
V. Select Foreign Cases (Copyright: Bills of Exchange). 
VI. Reviews of New Books, 
VII. Legal Obituary of the Quarter. 
VIII. Quarterly Digest of all Reported Cases. 
Stevens & Haynes, Bell-yard, Temple-bar, 


EDE AND SON 
ROBE MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO. 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS uw 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 








Sl= ef 3S _) Fe - kee s* ere ee. 2 
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— 
AW FIRE INSURANCE OFFICE, 
114, Chancery-lane, London, 20th April, 1877. 


Notice is hereby Given, that the ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING 
of the Shareholders of the Law Fire Insurance Society will be held at 
+he Society’s Office, Chancery-lane, on Tuesday, the 8th day of May 
next, to Elect Eight Directors in the room of the like number of 

ra who go out by rotation; and also to Elect Three Auditors ; 
and for general purpcses. And that an EXTRAORDINARY GENERAL 
MEETING of the Shareholders will likewise be held at the place aforesaid 
for the Election of Three Directors in the room of Sir Charles Rebert 
Toner, Sir Thomas Tilson, and Edward Leigh Pemberton, Esq., 


deceased ; and of One Auditor, in the room of John Moxon Clabon, 


¥aq,, resigned. ‘The business of the said Extraordinary General Meet- 

ing to take place immediately after the termination of the business of 

the Annual General Meeting. The Chair will be taken at One o’clock 

ly. The Accounts of the Society, with the Auditors’ Report 

np, may be inspected by the Shareholders at the office of the 

Society for 14 days previous to the Annual Meeting, and during one 

month thereafter. 

The Directors going out by rotation are :— 

The Right Hon, Russell Gurney, | Edward Tompson, Esq. 

Charles Reynolds Williams, Esq, 

William Strickland Cookson, Esq. 

George Lake Russell, Esq. Richard Nicholson, Esq. 

James Ingram, Esq 


They are eligible, and offer themselves for re-election, 


The Auditors retiring are :— 
Hdward Francis Bigg, Esq. William Tanner Neve, Esq. 
Octavius Leefe, Esq. 


iq 
They are eligible, and offer themselves for re-election. 


The Candidates for the vacant seats at the Board of Directors are :— 
Edmund Chisholm Batten, John Moxon Clabon, Charles Mathew Clode, 
Frederick George Davidson, William Forsyth, Henry Salisbury Mul- 
man, Clement Uvedale Price, Edward Walmsley, and William Williams, 
Esquires ; and for the vacant Auditorship, Henry Skynner and Frederick 
Morgan, Esquires. 

By order of the Board, 
GEORGE WILLIAM BELL, Secretary. 


EVERSIONARY AND LIFE INTERESTS in 
Landed or Funded Property or other Securities and ANNUITIES 


., M.P. 
Sin Benjamin Lee, Esq. 





Joint 
Secretaries. 





purchased, or Loans thereon granted, by the 
EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
19, LANCASTER-PLACE, WATERLOO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
Established 1835, Paid-up Capital, £480,000. 
Ifrequired Interest on Loans may be capitalized. 
F, 8, CLAYTON, 
CO, H. CLAYTON, 
-_—s AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON, 
Buaycuzs in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong, 

Ovnraxt Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Dzrosrrs received for fixed periods on the followiag terms, viz. :— 
ats 4 ne cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
ly orter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed 

Biris issued at the current exchange ofthe day on any ofthe Branches 
< we — free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 

ion, 


Satxs axp Puncuasus effected in British and foreign securities, in 
Bet India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same under- 


Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realized, 
Every other description of banking business and money agency, 
British and Indian, transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman. 
MUCH TIME AND WORRY SAVED 
BY SORTING YOUR PAPERS INTO 
SI0ONE’S PATENT BOXES AND CABINETS. 
** Exceedingly useful.””—** Standard.” 
$d by Stationers everywhere. Illustrated Catalogues post-free from 
HENRY STONE, MANUFACTURER & PATENTEE, BANBURY. 
All Sizes can be seen at 
18, RANBOURNE-STREET, LEICESTER-SQUARE, LONDON. 


WNDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 

ENRY GREEN , Advertisement Agent, begs to 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 

long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special in- 
‘ettion of all pro forma notices, &c,, and hereby solicits their continued 
‘Support. e copy of advertisement only required, and the strictest 
pore D tude assured. Officially stamped forms for advertise- 
and file of “London Gazstte” kept, By appointment. 


L®8Ie COMPANY'S EXTRAOT of MEAT. 


Finest Meat-flavouring Stock for Soups, made Dishes, and 
Sances. Caution—Genuine ONLY with fac simile of Baron 
Liebig’s signature across Label, 














T° SOLICITORS and OTHERS.—Messrs. Rayner 

& Co., beg to call the attention of the Profession to the facilities 
afforded by their instrumentality of investing large sums of money on 
estates or rates for any length of time, at from 3} per cent., and on very 
favourable conditions fer Solicitors. Established over thirty years, 
and amount of loans negotiated now exceed £20,000,000.—3, Westmin- 
ster-Chambers, Westminster Abbey, London, S.W. 


AW EXAMINATION.—The Telegram, No. 74, 

price 6d., post 7d., just published, contains the Crossed Cheques 

Act, 1876, and the Answers to this Sittings’ Final Examination. By 

H. WAKEHAM PURKIS, Esq. The Supplement, price 6d., contains 

the Answers to the Intermediate Examination.—WittiaMm AMER, 
Law Publisher, Lincoln’s-inn-gate, W.C. 


AW EXAMINATION. — The Editor of the 

TELEGRAM, eight of whose Pupils obtained Honours at one 
Examination, has CLASSES preparing for next Trinity and Michael- 
mas Sittings.—For terms, apply te Wiutiam Amer, Law Publisher, 
Lincoln’s-inn-gate, W.C. 


M:. FOULKS LYNCH, Solicitor (two of whose 
pupils obtained honours at the last Jane Final Examination), 
Authorof “ The Statute Law of 1870-76,” ‘* An Epitome of Practics in 
the Supreme Court,” &c., PREPARES CANDIDATES for the EXAM- 
INATIONS of the INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY, privately, in 
class, or through the post. Terms moderate. References to pupils 
—30, Great James-street, Bedford-row, W.C. 


? | ‘O LAWYERS.—A job lot of Deed Boxes (second 
hand) with fall-down and lift-up lids, suitable to the profession, 

are now on Sale at Griffiths & Co.’s, 43, Cannon-street, E.C., and will 

be sold at 10 per cent. under cost, previous to re-building of premises. 


Dee (2), or Residential Chambers, to Let. 
First floor, together or separate; solicitor preferred.—Apply, 
46, Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane; or letter, 8, Cloudesley- 
square, Islington. 


J tahoe eer aggre Annuities, Life Policies, Shares, 
and Bonds.—Messrs. Mars, Mitwer, & Co’s, Monthly Periodi- 
cal Sales by Auction (established 1843) offer the best possible means of 
realizing by competition the extreme value of all such interests.—Ad- 
dress 54, Cannon-street, London, 


DIOCESE OF LICHFIELD. 
Valuable Advowson. 


ESSRS. VENTOM, BULL, & COOPER will 
SELL, by AUCTION, atthe MART, on THURSDAY, MAY 
24th, at TWELVE for ONE o'clock, the VICARAGE and PERPETUAL 
ADVOWSON of ST. ALKMUND’S, Derby, producing an income of 
about £300 per annum, together with the patronage of the vicarage of 
Little Eaton, the income of which is about £300 a year, with capital 
residence. 
Particulars may be had of 
Messrs. COOPER & ABNEY, Solicitors, 6, St. James’s-street, 


Derby; 
at the Mart; and of the Auctioneers, 35, Old Jewry, E.C. 


SURREY. 

Ten miles from London.—A valuable and important Freehold Estate, 
consisting of two residences, with beautiful grounds and meadow 
land, in all about 26 acres, with immediate possession. This estate, 
besides its residential advantages, is well situated for building opera- 
tions, being only about half a mile from West Croydon Station, and 
having two frontages to main roads. 


ESSRS. BLAKE, SON, & HADDOCK will 
SELL, by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse yard, City, 
on WEDNESDAY, 16th MAY, at ‘0 o’clock, in One or more Lots, 
the IMPORANT FREEHOLD ESTATE, comprising the two residences 
known as *‘ Broad Green Lodge” and ‘“‘ The Cedars,” situated in the 
main London road, Croydon, with stabling, cottages, outbuildings, 
beautifal gardens and grounds, with fine forest and other trees, orna- 
mental water, fountains, summer-houses, &c., capital kitchen gardens, 
green-houses, and meadows, in all about 26 acres. This estate, which 
is about half a mile from West hg mn Station, has important front- 
ages of about 400 feet to the main London road, and about the same to 
the Mitcham-road, and offers great advantages for buildiog operations, 
which could be carried out without interfering with the residences, 
gardens, and grounds, Possession of the whole estate will be given en 
completion of the purchase. 
Particulars and conditions of sale, with views and plan, may be had 
at the Mart; of 
Messrs, DRUMMONDS, ROBINSON, &TILL, Solicitors, Croydon ; 
and at the Auctioneers’ offices, 32, Nicholas-lane, mbard-street, E.C. 
and Croydon, 


Freehold Investment.—Corner Block.—Panton-street and Oxendon- 
street, Haymarket.—Speculative Site for Public Hall, Restaurant, 
Hotel, or Club. With possession. 


R. BEAL is instructed to offer for SALE, by 
AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C,, on 
WEDNESDAY, the 16th of MAY, 1877, at ONE for TWO o'clock pre- 
cisely, valuable FREEHOLD AREA of nearly 2,500 feet, in Panton- 
street and Oxendon-street, and Freehold House and Shop, being No. 
8, Panton-street, close to the Haymarket, in the centre ef proposed im- 
— local and metropolitan improvements, offering available spaces 
for public hall, restaurant, hotel, or clad. 
Particzlars and conditions of sale may be had of 
Messrs. WILLOUGHBY & COX, Solicitors, 13, Clifford’s-ian , E.C, ; 
at the Mart; and of the Auctioneer, 20, Regent-street, Waterioo-place, 
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THE KEARSNEY ABBEY 
And picturesque Freehold Domain of 90a. 2r. 32p., near Dover, Kent. 
—A substantial, castellated Tador Mansion, a charming retreat, 
close to the English Channel for yachting, with curtilage and ap- 
pointments, and attractive surroundings in stables, gardens, park, 
Jake, river, wood, andruined abbey. Close to Kearsney Station on 
the London, Chatham, and Dover Railway, three miles from 
Dover, five miles from Folkestone, six irom Walmer, eleven from 


Canterbury. 
R. BEAL is directed by the Executors of the 
late F. Lyon Barrington, Esq., to offer for SALE, by AUCTION, 
on WEDNESDAY, MAY 16, at ONE for TWO o'clock precisely, the 
KEARSNEY AB8EY MANSION and ESTATE of 90a. 2r. 32p., a 
beautiful Residential Freebold Domain. The mansion, on a terraced 
elevation, was built, regardless of cost, by tha late Mr. Fector; it has 
been recently modernized and decorated in the most attractive style, 
having numerous dormitories for servants, best bed-rooms, splendi 
drawing room 28ft. by 20ft., with coved ceiling 14ft. high, decorated 
with great taste, library 32ft. by 20ft., and adjacent tower room, 
dining-room, nobly proportioned, 30ft. by 21ft., study, boudoir, and 
morning-reoms, grand billiard-room with emblazoned windows, suites 
of bachelors’ rooms with approaches to garden, terrace, and conservg- 
tory, handsome corridor nearly 50ft. long. The offices are complete ; 
stabling for fourteen horses and standing for six carriages, farmery 
with cow stalls, piggeries, poultry yard, pleasure grounds of great 
beauty, with lake, waterfall, rains of Kearsney Abbey, and the River 
Dour flowing through the demesne, the whole beautifully timbered 
and undulating from the banks of the lake to the wooded heights ser- 
rounding, forming a park-like estate of great beauty and attractive- 
ness. 
Particulars and conditions of sale may be had of 
Messrs. GAMLEN & SONS, Solicitors, No. 3, Gray’s-inn-square ; 


of 
W. H. HUDSON, Esq., 1, Furnival’s-inn ; 
atthe Mart; and of the Auctioneer, 20, Regent-street, Waterloo- 
place, S.W. 





WHITECHAPEL. 

The Hogarth Estate.—Valuable Reversion to a Freehold Estate in 25 
years, the gross rents of which at present amount to £2,600 per 
annum, derived from 106 residences, shops, dwelling-houses, in- 
cluding a public-house ; in addition two sets of stabling, let re- 
spectively to the London General Omnibus Company and Mr. Fair- 
clough, the well-known carman, &c., with immediate possession of 
a Freehold Ground-rent of £54 per annum, secured upon the above 
until the estate reverts, affording an opportunity of securing a sound 
improving isvestment. 


ESSRS. TATHAM are instructed to offer for 
SALE, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., in One Lot, on 
WEDNESDAY, MAY 9, at ONE o’clock precisely, the above valuable 
PROPERTY, bounded on the east by Grove-street, on the west 
by Backchorch-lane, andis intersected by Christian, Batty, and 
Berner-streets. The Estate consists of the following houses, &c.: 
—Nos. 20, 22, 24, 26, 28, 30, and 32, Grove-street; Nos. 1, 2, 
3, 4, 5, and 6, Crown-court; Nos. 74, 76, 78, 80, 82, 84, and 
86, Christian-street; Nos. 79, 81, 83, 85, 87, 89, and 91, Chris- 
tian-street ; Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6, Queen’s-court ; Nos. 21, 23, 25, 27, 
29, 31, and 33, Batty-street; Nos, 20, 22, 24 (the Red Lion), 26, 28, 30, 
and 32, Batty-street; Nos. 1,2, and 3, Batty-place; Nos. 1, 2, 3, and 
4, Batty-court; Nos. 1 and 2, Joyd’s-court; Nos. 1, 2, and 3, 
Hampshire-court; Nos. 4 and 4a, Hampshire-place; Nos. 1, 2, 
3, and 4, Murden’s place; Nos, 21, 23, 25, 27, 29, 31, and 33, 
Berner-street; Nos. 28, 30, 32, 34, 36, 38, and 40, Berner-street ; 
Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5,9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 
23, 24, 25, 26, and 27, Batty’s-garders; Nos. 108, 110, 112, and 114, 
Backchurch-lane; Stables, yard, &c, The houses are in the occupa- 
tion of respectable tenants, and are in a fair state of repair. 
Particulars and conditions of sale, with plan, may be obtained of 
Messrs. BRETTELL, SMYTHE, & BRETTELL, Solicitors, 2, 
Staple-ion, W.C.; 
and of Messrs. TATHAM, Land Agents and Surveyors, 27, Southamp- 
ton-buildings, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


MARLBOROUGH HOUSE, WOODBURY DOWN, STOKE 
NEWINGTON. 


Within 10 minutes’ walk of the Finsbury-park Station.—Eligible long 
Leaschold Residential or Building Estate, having long frontages to 
Woodbury Down and the Green-lanes, comprising an old-fashioned, 
two-storied family mansion, with about 1 acre 4 perches of pleasure 





YATTON, SOMERSETSHIRE. 


Nine miles from Bristol, and 24 miles from Yatton Station of the Great: 
Western Railway. 


CLEEVE COURT ESTATE AND MANOR OR LORDSHIP OF 
YATTON. 


R. GEO. NICHOLS has received instructions 
from the Trustees of the Will of Robert Castle, Esq., Deceased, 
to Offer for SALE by PUBLIC AUCTION, at the COLLEGE-GREEN 
HOTEL, in the city of BRISTOL, on THURSDAY, the 24th day of 
MAY, 1877, at ONE for TWO o’clock precisely, in the Afternoon, in 
One Lot, and subject to conditions of sale, 
fhe beautiful and picturesque RESIDENTIAL ESTATE, known ag 
Cleeve Court, situate at Cleeve, in the parish of Yatton, in the county of 
Somerset, comprising a commodious and well-built Mansion, with the 
Offices, Buildings, Gardens, and Pleasure Grounds thereto belonging ; 
and several Dwelling-houses, Arable and Meadow Lands, Woods, and 
Plantations, containing in the whole 562a. 2r. 39p., or thereabouts, late 
in the possession and occupation of the said Robert Castle, and now of 
his Widow and her Tenants. 
Together with the MANOR or LORDSHIP of YATTON, with the 
Rights, Royalties, Chief Rents, Mines, Minerals, Easements, and Appur- 
tenances thereto belonging. 
The well-known picturesque scenery of Cleeve Toot and Goblin Combe 
are in the private grounds of the Estate. 
There is a large quantity of timber on the Property, and the greater 
portion of the Estate contains valuable beds of coa), limestone, and iron 
ore. 
Some years since, when the late owner occupied the property, gama 
was preserved and plentiful, and there are still great facilities in axtont 
of woods and otherwise for the preservation of game on the Estate. 
The late owner acquired the Estate in numerous purchases, extend- 
ing over a series of years, and in the result amalgamated valuable prop-- 
erties in a ring fence, and by a large outlay much improved and 
modernized the Mansion. 
The climate of the district is salubrious, and in its entirety tho 
Estate, as a residential one, is high!y attractive. 
The Property will be Sold subject to existing tenancies of parts 
thereof, details of which will appear in the printed particulars of sale. 
Immediate possession of the Mansion and Woods can be given. 
Photographs of the Mansion and Private Grounds may be seen, and 
cards to view the Estate, and detailed particulars, obtained on applica- 
tion to the Auctioneer, 55, Broad-street, Bristol ; 
Messrs. HORE & MONKHOUSE, Solicitors, 5, Commerce-chambers, 
Lord-street, Liverpoo! ; or 
— omeaed & HENDERSON, Solicitors, 50, Broad=street, 
ristol. 





HANTS. 

Residential Estate of about 300 acres (Land Tax Redeemed), with pes 
session, situate in the choicest part of the county, known as the 
Swanmore House Estate in the parish of Droxford, and within about 
24 miles os the town of Bishop’s Waltham (which has a branch Rail 
way station in connection with the London and South-Western 
Railw: ah about five miles from Botiey, a station on the London and 
South-Western Railway, nine miles from Fareham, and about thir- 
teen miles from Winchester, Southampton, and Portsmouth. 


ESSRS. 0. B. SMITH & GOLDSMITH have 
received instructions from B. P. Shearer, Esq., to SELL, by 
AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse- yard, Lothbury, London, E.C., 
on TUESDAY, JUNE 19th, 1877, at TWO o’clock in the afternoon pre 
cisely, this attractive and picturesque ESTATE (unless an acceptable 
offer be provionsly made for the same). The Mansion is situate ia a 
beautiful Park, of nearly 100 acres (of which about 25 acres are at 
sent under tillage), close to the village and church of Swanmora (nhs 
there is a Post Office), and about two miles from the village and ch 
of Droxford, in which church there are faculty seats belonging to the 
Mansion. It is a family residence, containing four reception-room¢ 
ious domestic offices, fifteen bed and dressing rooms, conservatory, 
is approached by two carriage drives, with lodge entrances, sheltered 
by well-grown Plantations, and surrounded by tastefally laid oub 
pleasure grounds and shrubberies, in which are avenues of yew 
other ornamental trees, amongst whichare some very fine specimen 
evergreens, The kitchen gardens are large and productive, atranged 
with great care and judgment, having division walls, so as to insure @ 
regular succession of fruit. There is. a good supply of water, and the 
stable accommodation is ample. The remainder of the Estate comprise® 
about 30 acres of wood, and abc at 169 acres of arable land, laid out a8 





grounds, with conservatory, kitchen garden, stables, coach house, 
and the usual outbuildings. The mansion contains ground floor, 
outer and inner hall, vestibule, noble drawing room, aute room, 
dining room, library, school room, smoking room, well-arranged 
domestic offices, water-closet, &c. On the first floor are five principal 
bed rooms and two dressing rooms, and seven minor bed rooms, water- 
closet, &e., approached by principal and secondary staircases. In tho 
basement is good cellarage. The whole is of the estimated value of 
TT Esshs. Tt but will be sold with Possession, , 
RS. TATHAM have received instructions to 
SELL the above valuable PROPERTY, hy AUCTION, at the 
MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on WEDNESDAY, MAY 9, at ONE 
o'clock. precisely, in One unless previously disposed of by pri vate 
contract. It is held from the Ecclesiastical Commissioners for a term 
which ninety-three years are now unexpired, at the ly moderate 
-rent of £40 13s. per annum. As 4 building estate the prop- 


ground- 
erty offers eligible frontages for the erection of high-class villas, which 
would command rentals of £120 annum 
Particulars and conditiens of 
Messrs. MERCER & ME! 
Throgmorton-street, E.C. ; 
and of Messrs. TATHAM, Land 


each, 
le, with plam, may be obtained of 
R, Solicitors, No. 1, Copthall-court, 


and Surveyors, 27, South- 


a Farm, and having ample and well-arranged farm-house and build- 
ings, at a convenient distance from the Mansion. There are also twelve 
labourer’s cottages upon the Estate. The extensive and diversi 
views from the Mansion, with its southern aspect and great. elevation 
of nearly 400 feet above the sea level, are uninterrupted to the sea-coast, 
and embrace varied, rich, and magnificent landscape scenery, with the 
Solent, the Isle of Wight, Portsdown Hill, and the New Forest in the 
distance. The woods are very ornamental in character, and inter- 
sected by tastefully arranged walks and drives, The neighbourhood is all 
that can be desired, and the Estate has the advantage of being placed 
in one of the most ding situati in the county, adjoin 
well-stocked preserves, in nearly the centre of the Hambledon Huo’ 
and within easy reach of the meets of the H.H. and Hursley Hounds. 
Particulars and conditions of sale, with plans and views annexed, 
may be had, on and after the Ist day of Muy next, of 
Messrs. GUNNER, RENNY, & HELLARD, Solicitors, Bishop’® 
Waltham, Hants 
(from whom also, and the Auctioneers, orders to view may be 
obtained); at the Auction Mart, London; of Mr. WILLIAM 
HOUGHTON, Estate Agent, 41, Bishopsgate-street, Bank, Londoa;, 
and of Messrs. SMITH & GO ware Ti Agents and Auctioneers, 








ampton-buildings, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


Fareham, Wickham, and Portsea, 


[For continuation of Sales see Back Page] - 
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